frANDARDF0IIMN0.e4 




* 



III 



ce Mcfnomndufn • united states government 



^,ys»^4>i 



TO 



TROM t A. 3. B, 




SUBJECT: 




Tolson_ 

Boardman. 

Nichols 

Belniool 

Glavin: 

HarboX 

Rosei 

Tamtn, 




MME LEAVE - JiBSISL 



Winte^owdHLI 
TelcRogfflL 
HoUoman 



iGandy 'jm 



In QomeoUon wiih annual leave y I plan to 
vaoation with ny faiaily at J^ast dennis. Cape Codj Massachusetts j 
for two weelfs and then will return to Vashington for the remining 
loeelp. I will be leaving early tomorrow morning, July 3, 1954, 
by automobile, I will be in touch with the New Haven Office 
en route tomorrow evening/and will, of course, keep in touch 
periodically with the Bureau* 

If this is not agreeable, please advise* ■ ps 



00 - Movement Section 
AHBitlc 
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MemOfafldUM • united mm GOVERNMENT 



TO 



FROM t 



MR. I. r. BOARBUM 



MR. A, wMMONT 



SUBJECT: jyjOT^^jr^ ASSISmT DIRECTOR BmONT 




Tolson_ 

*?' July 6, 1954 ST 

BelmontJ 
Glavin jj _ _ 
Harbo_J_JS_ 



/ 




Tele, mm. 

Holloman 

MissGaody. 



Mr* Belmnt called Mr. Hennrich on the afternoon of 
July 6, 1954, and advised that while on annual leave he eould 
be reached c/o Mrs* John A* Ellen, South Street, East Bennis, 
Massachusetts* The telephone number is d^nnis 69* This is a 
phone in the hom of Mrs* Ellen, which is imediately adjacent 
to the house occupied by Belmnt and he can always be reached 
up there* 

ACTms 



For your informationi 



CESibal 
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^taiwiard Form 88 

_' -■ (Ret^. Aug. 1950) 
^W Peoa?<?lgated by 
Bureau of the Budget 
Circular A-24 






tAi 



RT OF MEDICAL EXAMINATION 



t. LAST NffME^FIRST NAME— MIDDLE NAME 

BELMONT ALAN HARNDEN 



2. GRADE AND COMPONENT OR POSITION 



ASST. DR. 



3. IDENTIFICATION NO. 



4, HOME ADDRESS (Number, street or RFB, city or town, zone and State) 



5. PURPOSE OF EXAMINATION 

ANNUAL 



6. DATE OF EXAMINATION 

9-li;-5i; 



7. SEX 

M 



8, RACE 



W 



9. TOTAL YRS. GOVT. SERVICE 
MILITARY I CIVILIAN 



10. DEPARTMENT. AGENCY. OR SERVICE 



11. ORGANIZATION UNIT 



12. DATE OF BIRTH 

1-22-07 



13. PLACE OF BIRTH 

New York 



14. NAME. RELATIONSHIP. AND ADDRESS OF NEXT OF KIN 



15. EXAMINING FACILITY OR EXAMINER. AND ADDRESS 



Bethesda 



15. OTHER INFORMATION 



17. RATING OR SPECIALTY 



TIME IN THIS CAPACITY: TOTAL 



LAST SIX MONTHS 



CLINICAL EVALUATION 



(Checit each item in appropriate col- 
umn: enter "N. E." if not evaluated) 



NOTES. — Describe every abnormality in detail. (Enter pertinent item number before each 
comment: continue in item 73 and use additional sheets if necessary.) 




~Sr- 



LX- 



rX- 



ABNOR- 

MAL 



_jOk_ 



Femn les only 



18. HEAD. FACE. NECK. AND SCALP 



19. NOSE 



20. SINUSES 



Deviated septum NCD 



21, MOUTH AND THROAT 



22. EARS— GENERAL 



(Int. & €xt. canals) {Audttorv 
acxiitv under items 70 and 71) 



23, DRUMS (Perforation) 



24. 



cvcc (~CMrDAi {Visual ticiiitu and refractiai 
hYtb— GENERAL y„,;^^ ^^.^^ gg^ qq and 61) 



25. OPHTHALMOSCOPIC 



26. PUPILS (Equality and reaction) 



27. 



OCULAR MOTILITY l:ll7f'^\'fZZuIf'"°''' 



28. LUNGS AND CHEST (Include breasts) 



29. HEART (Thrust, size,Thythm, sounds) 



30. VASCULAR SYSTEM (Varicosities, etc.) 



31. ABDOMEN AND VISCERA (Inclvde hernia) 



32 ANUS AND DccTUM ^''*^*'''''^*''''*'' ^'*'"'"*^ 
sc. AMu:3 ANU Ktl-IUM ^PrMtate if indicated) 



33. ENDOCRINE SYSTEM 



34. G-U SYSTEM 



35. 



UPPER EXTREMITIES ^„'S'''* ^'"*''' ?^ 



36. FEET 



37. 



LOWER EXTREMITIES i.fa/rat.o/m.^^o.) 



38. SPINE. OTHER MUSCULOSKELETAL 



39. IDENTIFYING BODY MARKS, SCARS. TATTOOS 



40. SKIN. LYMPHAT/GS 



41. NEUROLOGIC (EQuilibrium tests under item 75) 



42. PSYCHIATRIC (SpfcifvanvT>^sonatitv deviation) 



43. PELVIC 



(Check how done) 
n VAGINAL n RECTAL 



(Continue in iiem 73) 



include abutments 



L 44. DENTAL (Place, appropriate symbols above or below number of upper and lower teeth, respectively) 

. o.—Reslorable teeth X— Missing teeth (6 X8).~-Fixed bridge, brackets to 

\i^t{j^^ f.—NoiirestOTable teeth XXX.—Beplaced by dentures 

\\ X XX 

al R 

I 



V 


Z 


3 


4 


5 


6 


7 


8 


9 


to 


11 


12 


13 


T4 


15 


16 


32 


31 


30 
X 


29 


28 


27 


26 


25 


24 


23 


22 


21 


20 


19 
X 


18 


17 



REMARKS AND ADDITIONAL DENTAL DEFECTS AND 
DISEASES 



'%pe III 
Glass 1 
DTR-pr,-max. 



LABORATORY FINDINGS 






45. URINALYSIS: SP. GR, 



1.021 



i ALBUMIN 

iNeg> 



SUGAR 

Neg« 



MICROSCOPIC 




46. CHEST X-RAY (Place, date,, film number, result) 

BECXSBDED— 24 

Negative ■ 



Kahn^ Negative 



47. SEROLOGY (Specify test 



result) 




J48. EKG 



f.Npt^mal 

8 : SEP 



ro TfCPE AND RH 
OR 



50- OTHER TESTS 



ni 



£7 









-.* . 


■.*-<^ 




MEASUREMENTS AND OTHER FINDINGS 














St. HDGHT 


52. weight"* ' 

' l8k 


53. COLOR HAIR 

brown 


54. COLOR EYES 


55. BUILD; 

SLENDER MEDIUM HEAVY OBESE 

D a D D 


56. TEMP. 

Nnr>Tnpl 


57. BIjOOO pressure iArm ai heart livel) 


58. PULSE {Arm at htart level) 


SITTING 


SYS. l-iQ 


RECUM- 
BENT 


SYS. 


STANDING 

(S min.) 


SYS. 


SITTING 

Aft 


AFTER EXERCISE 


2 MIN. AFTER * 


RECUMBENT 


AFTER STANDING 
3 MIN 




DIAS. 


70 


DIAS. 


DIAS, 




59. 


DISTANT VISION 


60. REFRACTION 


61. NEAR VISION 


RIGHT 20/ 20 


CORR.TO20/ 


BY S. CX 


CORR.TO 


BY 


LEFT 20/ pQ 


CORR. TO 20/ 


BY S. CX 


CORR. TO 


BY 



62. HETEROPHORIA~ 
(Specify distance) 



ES« 



EX'= 



PRISM DIV. 



PRISM CONV, 



63. ACCOMMODATION 




64. COLOR VISION {Test used and TttiUt) 

N ormal 


65, DEPTH PERCEPTION 
(Test used and score) 


UNCORRECTED 


RIGHT LEFT 


CORRECTED 


66. FIELD OF VISION 


67. NIGHT VISION (Test used and score) 


68. RED LENS 


69. INTRAOCUUR TENSION 


70. HEARING 


71. AUDIOMETER 


72. PSYCHOLOGICAL AND PSYCHOMOTOR (Tests used and score) 


R16HTWvl5 /tSSV l5 /IS 
LEFTWV l5 /I5SV l5 /15 




250 


fiOO 
Bit 


\000 


2000 
«>4S 


3000 


4000 

iose 


8000 
819t 






RIGHT 










<^^^ 










LEFT 










M 















73. NOTES (Oyntinued) AND SIGNIFICANT OR INTERVAL HISTORY 



(Use additional sheets of plain paper if necessary) 



74t SUMMARY OF DEFECTS AND DIAGNOSES (List diagnoses with item numbers) 



75. RECOMMENDATIONS— FURTHER SPECIALIST EXAMINATIONS INDICATED (Specify) 



76. 



PHYSICAL PROFILE 



77. EXAMINEE (Check) 

®'^ QUALIFIED FOR st3?enuous physlcal exertion & use of 



fire arms • physical category 



78. IF NOT QUALIFIED. LIST DISQUALIFYING DEFECTS BY ITEM NUMBER 



79. TYPED OR PRINTED NAME OF PHYSlCtAN 



80. TYPED OR PRINTED NAME OF PHYSICIAN 



be 



81. TYPED OR PRINTED NAME OF DENTIST OR PHYSICIAN (Indicate which) 



82. TYPED OB PRINTED NAME OF REVIEWING OFFICER OR APPROVING AUTHORITY 






J.GOliRrJN 



U. S. GOliRrJMENT PRi^ING OFFIC^^ 1953-0-24341 3 16" <i22S8- 1 
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NUMBER OF AT- 
TACHED SHEETS 









AITACHMEIW: TO STANDARD FORM 88 
(Revised July 21, 1952) 

Report of Medical Exemlnatlon 

FOR INFORMATION AMD GUIDANCE OF MEDICAL EXAMINER; 

The following portions of the attached examination report form netd 
not be coinpleted: 



2 
3 
11 
U 
17 
62 
65 



67 
68 

69 

71 (unless other 
examination indi- 
cates desirable) 

72 



Item 4-8, the electrocardiogram, is not required unless the 
examinee is over 35 years of age or unless other examination indicates 
such is desirable i 

If the examinee is an applicant, the Chest X ray and blood 
type and Rh factor (Items 4-6 and A9) are not necessary unless the 
facilities for affording same are readily available to the examiner. 

FOR ALL EXAMINEES, WHETHER CLERICAL OR SPECIAL AGENT. APPLICANTS CJR 
EMPLOYEES: 

The medical examiner should answer the following question: 

Examinee /^ qualified for strenuous physical 
(is or is not) 
exertion. (Designate which) 

FOR ALL MALE EMPLOYEES OR APPLICANTS ; 

The medical examiner is requested to answer the following: 

Does examinee have any defects restricting or prohibiting his 
participation in defensive tactics and dangerous assignments which might 
entail the practical use of firearms? 



M. 



If answer is "yes" please specify. 

IT IS ESSENTIAL THAT ALL STATEMENTS IN ITEMS 59. 61. 64 AND 70 PERTAINING 
TO VISUAL ACtJITY. COLOR VISION AND HEARING BE COMPLETED IN DETAIL . 



7^ 




be 



caj 



ler 



(Date) 



r 






'•-■.".V, '. -■,''-■' ■'■--■-.^.■.y''-''^'-' '^■' '' ^ ■ 



iA.L''^-,.-JUr-A:.'.^-^ : i-:'. V.X,--- ■.--■l'-;->£fe<rl..-;y ^'^'■■: 



E^kaa<j^' ^■^f.-.I^-JJ^^^Vj 



TOr 



PROM: 



STTBJECTr 



Mr, Harbo 



G, C. Gearty 



July 6, 19511- 



SPECIAL CONFERENCE l-l-$k 

SAC » S AND ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICIALS 

KIDNAPPING SQtJAD 



y Reumemo to Mr. ToIs6n7-2-51f setting forth the fact that a 

V special conference for SAG^s and Admlhistrative Officers who had 
-\ been trained in the Kidnapping Squad courses as well as certain 
s selective representatives at the Seat of Government had been held 
^^ on 7-I-5I1- 

>" For record purposes 1>here is set forth below the identifica- 

r ; tidn of those who were in at tehdahc^e^^^^ this conference ♦ A copy 
^ qjT this raeinorandiM Is being' d^ til$\^f be 

'^ each of those v^o we^e in attendance at this conference • "^^^^ 

.;"J, SEAT OF GOVERNMENT REPRESENTATIVES 

"'" ri;*L. V-. MOHR| J. >• GEARTY, G. C. GALLAGHER, R. J. 

ICmatiK^M BJ PARSONS, D. J. WINTERROWD, E. H. HUGHES. E. H. 

MIlEKON^I^ttaA ROSEN:» A. PRICE, P» L. I I 

' TAMH, Q. MYERS, 0. P. 






CSPEOmi. AGENT IN CHARGE) 

^=^OSTST»^ U. S. (MC) NEWARK 

M&i J. J. " NEW YORK 

SlMON, .¥. G. (ASAG) NEW YORK 

HAWKINS, H.O. (SAC) ATLANTA 
FOWlRti' E^ 3r, 
AfliiA^CH, K. D. 

ip^pi^: W» M* , JR. •• 

mii!ri^, P. H. " 
^^iJjEg, J. E. " 



(ADM. OPPICER - #1 MANy 



H 
tt 

n 



MIAMI 
SEATTLE 
LOS ANGELES 



ALDEN, S* (SAC) KNOXVILLE 

CASPER, J. J. " NEW HAVEN 

BOSWELL^ H* G. ^ 

BtlRKE, W. W., JRi" 

CHILES, M. P. 

BRYCi, D. A. 

POST;BRj J. B. 



n 
tt 
ti 



SAN PRANCISGO SANTOIANA, J. P. " 
DETROIT BLAYLGCK, L. " 
ST. LOUIS WILLIAMS, W. H. " 



HEW ORLEANS 
LITTLE ROCK 
SAN AN3?QNI0 
ALBUQUERQUE 
DENVER 
PORTLAND . 
INDIANAFOLIS 
OMAHA 



GOSrwc "'^ 75/555- 



"^1 
^1 



M 



.:,jfeil^"ii:-il£-r^je;:L;':^ 



Sfe.^;:^^a^A:----; 



•■^:.,cjM^^'.^:^^^i^^^L^-- 






1. Ag*ncY and organizotional d«i!onationi 
U.S. D«partm«nt of Justice 
fedarol Bureau of Invtftgation 



5. Employee's nam« (and tocial security account number when ap|)ropriate) 



2. Pay rofl period 



3. Block No. 



4. Slip No. 



Ma,. MAM T?- m^tMf^W 



It^ig^ fnf^nt f>fy. 



6. Grade and salary 



a 17 itjjVy^ 



PAY ROLL CHANGE DATA 



7. Previous 
normal 



8. New 
normal 



9. Pay this 
period 



10. Remarks: 



11. Appropriation (s) 



12. Prepared by 



13. Audited by 



g^l Periodic step-increose I Poy odjustmeitt L., Other step-increase. 



14. EfFeclive 
date 




15. Date last 
equivalent 
increase 



16. Old salary 



m.-^j^-m 



17, New salary 
rate 



18. Performance rating is satisfactory or better. 



N;t. 



(Siflnoture or other o«thtai$cation) 



,v-X^ 



^v: 



19. LWOP data (Fill in appropriote spaces covering LWOP 
during following periodOj 
Period is): ^\ t- , 

No excess LWOP. Total excest tWOP ■■Jl.;.-Xi. 



JL 



ife- 



(Check applicable box in case of excess LWOP) 

I I In poy status at end of waiting peria4F; 

I I In LWOP status at end of waitin^eriod. 



^^4^^ 



Initiols of Clerk 



STANDARD FORM NO. 11 26d— Revised 
Form prescribed by Comp. Gen., U. S. 
Nov. 8, 1950, General Regulations No. 102 



PAY ROLL CHANGE SLIP— PERSqNNEL COPY 



'^ U.S. COVCRNMENT PRINTING OFFICE ia92-~24ei7f 



October 25, 2954 

PERSONAL AND C ONTIMNTIAL 



Toison _ — 
Board roan . 
I^ichols — 
Belmont __ 

Harbo 

Mohr 

Parsons 

Rosen 

Tamni 



Sizoo 




Mr^ Alan Sm Belnont 

Federal Bureau of Jnveatigatton 

Washington^ JJ* C» 

Bear Mr. Belmont: f ^^ "^/ 

^ J ha\>m viewed with concern the delay which 

occurred in the Uomeetic Intelligence Division in 
the handling of a letter dated September 14, 1954, 
from the Miami Division pertaining to a request made 
by Mr. George A* Srautigam, State Attorney, Eleventh 
Judicial Circuit of Florida, Miami, Florida, for the 
identity of any informants mho coul d be released t o 
testify in the state prosecution of \ \ for 

perjury. I have noted that this letter was received 
in the internal Security Section on September BB, 1954, 
and no reply was sent to the Miami Division until 
September 30, 1954. I realise that considerable re- 
search was necessary before this reply could be sentf 
nevertheless, it is obvious that this mati>^^C0uld have 
been handled more promptly than it was 5y^tiV^^pji^,ii*i« 
Intelligence Division. T^^^^, ?¥^3f " 

Accordingly, I shall expect ypu^m take proper 
measures to insure that in the future ^ttgfis of this 
nature are thoroughly and promptly handle cTliy personnel 
under your supervision in order that th^re will fte no 
further instance of such delay attributckble tc i^e Domestic 
IntelligB^nce Division. \ 

Ve ry tn^Ul^f^yours, 

,T., ■• E<iga.f Hapver 



b6 
hlC 



353 



i-SiAii-fcO ..:), 



OC'f 1 : 'flU 
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^,^ WM' ggs gpi-^ : 
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TO t Mr. i. F. Bcardrmn 



FROM ri/r»M. H. /BMjiont 




i 



• UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 



DATE: October d, i>HK$^Z 






K 



/ 



•ITBJBCT:[ 



SECURITY MkTTBR/^ C 
FBI File 100^3173466 



b6 
:b7C 




SYNOPSIS : 

r^.^^- ■ " -^* - , " 

Qe&rge 1* BrautigaiK, State Attorney, 11th Judicial Circuit 
of F lorida, jfiami^ Florida^ by letter dated October 4, 1954, advised 
that I I had testified before a dade County Grand Jury and 

denied present or past Covtmuniet Party (CP) membership^ The letter^ 
indicated that our Miami Office had been requested to volunteer the^ 
identity of any info rmants w ho could be released to testify in the 
state prosecution of I I for perjury. As an enclosure to the 

letter, there mas attached a l etter to the St ate Attor ney ^s office 



date±_Sept ember 19, 1954, from 

I as a Communist and submitted the names 



in which 
of eight 



a position to advise regarding 



identified 

individuals 

] 



who he believed might be in 

CP membership. Brautigam's letter also listed threost addi ^onal 
persona mho alle^dly had information regardino I I &p membership^ 

The letter requeued that the Bureau adf^ise wheth er anu of the ,- 

individuals jcould^'be used as witnesses concern ina I I CP ^^ 

metnbership* i\The letter indicated that nont^ of the in^iiifiduals 
who might be potential witnesses had been contacted by Brautigam's 
office and would r^t be contacted until this mattef had J^en cleared 
with the Bureau* ^^rautigam's request of our 'Jiamf^Office'' was called 
to the Bureau'^s a^i^ntion by Miami letter dated Septembe r 14^ 1954, 
which requested Bumfiau authority to make available to drautigam the 
identity of person's who are not active security informants. Bureau 
letter dated September 30, 1954, to 'lia-ni denied authority to make 
available the identity of the potential witnesses to Brautigam, but 
indicated that the Bureau would consider furnishing ^im with public 
\source material* Concerning the Miami request to the Bureau and the 
iBureau's reply , the Director asked "i!{y_d^^ ^"^ take us so long to 
jadvise MiUMtP £f." T?i€ Miami letter was received by the Records 
Motion at the Bureau on September ISj 19^4j^ It was received in the :< i 
Internal Security Section on SentemEer ^^ 1954, and handi^di^byHne- '' 
supervisor by letter to Miami dated Friday, September 24, 2954. 
fhei (Outgoing letter was returned by Mr. Boardman 'a office to 
Mr. Belmont's -.off ice where it was stamped in at 4:55 p.m., JPr.'feJat^^ • 
September 24, 1954* On Monday^ Seotember 27^ 1954, it was returned 
to the Internal SeourityL^ection from Mr. Bc-lm^nt^s office so that 
conside ration^ m ight be pLwe^ td ^h^^hev or n&t it would be feasible 
to call ] I before a Federal Qr^rtdt'^^ury. After careful consideration 



Attachments ^ -* 



/ ^ 



'-( i b'O 

hlC 



■iO^U 



JLM:pjm 



li 






t 



be ■ 

:b7C 



# 






■'«.;:-: 






and atu dv was m ade of all the facts involvedy it was determined that 
calling I 1 before a Federal Grand Jury would not be feasible. 

fThis conclusion was reached on September 89 and the original letter 
Ito Miami was rLedat^d for September 30 and sent back for approval on 
Iseptember 29, 1954* The Bureau ^s files have been reviewed concerning 
the three individuals mentioned in Brautigaifi^s letter and the eight 
individuals in the enclosure to that letter suggested as possible 
witnesses in a state perjury trial. The files reveal that none of 
these individuals are currently Bureau informants and the Bureau 
would interpose no objection to their use as witnesses in a state 
prosecution * -^^ 



\ R EC OilMENDA TIONS : 



hlC 



the 



(l) With respect to the Director's inquiry, in view of ^. 
fact that the Miami letter was originally handled by the supervisor 
in the Internal Security Section within two days after its receipt 
in that Section, and, in view of the fact that it was necessa ru after 
%the question had been raised concerning whether or not \ I should 

be taken before a Federal Grand Jury to give this matter appropriate 
consideration and study, it is recommended that no administrative 
action is ^necessary with respect to the handling of this piece of 
rnail^ You may be assured, however, that every effort is being made 
by the Domestic Intelligence Division to handle aii mail promptly, 








r 

4 



(^) ^f y^^ approve, there is attached hereto a letter to 
George -4, Brautigam acknowledging the receipt of his letter dated 
October 4, 1954, advising him that he will be contacted by the op^ciai 
Agent in Charge of the Miami Office concerninj the subject matter of 
Shis letter. 



/ 



/ 






I / O-^ V 



A 



.^<y.^ 



- 2 - 



¥ 









'■%^^hx^-' 



(3) If you approve, copies of the Bureau^s aoknowledgment 
to ^r. Brautigam will be forwarded to the Miami Office instructing the 
SAC to personally contact Brautigam and advise him of the confidential 
nature of the Bureau^s files, in view of which the Bureau is not in a 
position to approve or disapprove any contact with or use by Brautigam 
as witnesses any of the individuals listed in the letter to the 
Bureau or in its enclosure ^ The SAC will be authorised to furnish 
Brautigam on a confidential basis^ with the distinct understanding 
that such information shall not be attributed to the Bureau, all 
public source material pertinent to Hirsch's CP membership which is 
available in the Miavii Office or which may be made available to Miami 
by either the Charlotte, Norfolk, or Washington Field Offices. It is 
noted that in Bulet dated September 30, 1954, copies of which were 
designated to each of the above^-mentioned offices, those offices were 
instructed to advise the Bureau and Miami Office of any public source 
material available concerning Hirsch* 



% 



ifi^ 



'^!M 



w. 



i) 



(4) If you approve, there is attached hereto a teletype 
'to the Miami Office with copies for Charlotte, Washington Field, and 
Norfolk, instructing the last-named offices to immediately advise the 
Bureau and Miami Offic^e of the results of th eir file reviews with 
respect to public source material concern ing \ I ^ 



/ 



/ 



DETAILS: 



V 



By letter dated October 4, 2954i^ George A. Brautigam, State 
Atto rney^ 11th Judi cial Circuit of Florida, Miami, Florida, advised 
that I I had testified before a Dade County Grand Jury that 

he is not and never was a member of the Communist Party (CPh 

Bra utigam indicated that h e had information indicating that I I 

' 3^ had been members of the CP at Chapel Hill, 

Brautiga m in dicated that consideration was 

o/nz 



and 

Durham, North Carolina^ 

being given to the prosecution 



] in state court for perjury* 



- 3 • 






weeks 
ft 



ago he had requested our 



He advised that several 
Miami Office to assist in the staters prosecution by advising of the 
identity of confidential informants who mi ght be released for use he 
as witnesses in a perjury trial of I I He stated that he had b7c 

not received an answer from our Miami Office. 

In his letter^ Brautigam advised that he had been informed 
that the following individuals are alleg ed to have information 
ooncernina \ \ : \ I Michigan State C ollege; 



York City^ [ 



L who is connected with the[ 



]j north Carolina 



in New 



b6 



As an enclosure to his letter, Brautigam furnished the 
Bureau with a copy of a letter dated September 19 (1954) from 

I , North Carolina, in which Long stated he knew 
\ to be a Communist and submitted the nam es of ei ght in dividuals 
described as ^'exposed Beds /^ who were known to and to\ [ 



7 



I 



Brautigam^s letter requested that the Bureau advise whether 
not any of the individuals m entioned above may be contacted 
the CP membership of \ 



or 

concerning 

none of these individuals have as yet been 

clear with the Bureau to be sure that none 

the Bureau^ 



] He indicated that 



contacted as he 
of them were of 

he 
hic 



wished to 
value to 



Brautigam 's request of our Miami Office was called to the 
Bureau's attention by Miami letter dgted September 14, 1954, This was 
answered by Bulet dated September 30, 1954, indicating that the Bureau , 
would consider furnish inQ Brau tigam on a confidential basis public 
source data concerning \ \ It indicated that the Bureau could not 

authorise the dissemination of any information from our files nor 
would the Bureau authorise divulging the names of any confidential 
informants who might be of value as witnesses , ^ith respect to 
Miami ^s letter and the Bureau^s reply, the Director inquired ^^Why 
did it take us so long to advise MiamiP iT. " The Miami letter dated 
September 14, 1954, was received at the Bureau and stamped into the 
Records Section on September 16, 1954. It was forwarded to the 
Internal Security Section and stamped into that Section on September 22^ 
1954. This letter was handled immediately by the supervisor to whom 
it was assigned and a letter was prepared, addressed to Miami, dated 
September 24, 1954. It was approved by the Internal Security Section 
and routed to Mr. Boardman^s office on September 24, 1954. On the 
same date, it was returned to Mr. Belmont ^s off ice, by Mr^ Boardman ^ 
office, where it was stamped in at 4:55 p.m., Friday, September 24, 
1954. On Monday, September 27, 1954, it was routed to the Internal 
Security Section. It was returned so that consideration might be 
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/,, 






^.^inm 



Ifc 






:b7( 



']befo 



re a 



given io whether cr not it would be feasible to call I - 

Federal (rrand Jury. This matter was given caref ul and d etailed study 
and baaed thereon it wgs determined tMt calling I \ before a 

Federal Grand Jury would not be advisable . This decision was reached 
on September 29, 1954, and the original letter prepared by the 
Internal Security Section wae redated for September 30, 1954, and 
returned to Mr. Boardman^s office for approval on September 29, 1954. 

The Bureau's files have been reviewed concerning each of 
the individuals mentioned in Mr^ Brautigam^s letter dated October 4, 
1954, and its enclosure . This review reflects the following 
in forma tion: 



M 



[ 




65-30717, 
Off ice, TliTs 



V 



^ is the subject of Bureau file 

a Security Index subject of the Charlotte 

investigation is currently in a closed status* 



IS 



] during March, 1953, appeared before the Jenner Committee 

a witness and invoked the Fifth Amendm ent. He currently resides 

North Carol ina . 



he 

hlC 



100-3779007 



This individual , | 



is the subject of Bureau file 

\, resides 

I North Carolina/ She 

the Jenner Committee during March, 1953, as 

This individual is 



likewise apoeared before 

a witness and invoked the Fifth Amendments 
subject of a closed security matter investigation 
Office and is included in the Security Index. 



the 

in the Charlotte 



[ 



individual 
discontinued on 
FBI informant based 



]). 



Ri 



ureau file 
IS f ormer Confidential Informant [_ 

He 



This 



[ 



before the 
relating to 



100-^3 72421 

I who was 

is publicly known as a former 

upon newspayer publici ty which appeared in the 

L following his appearance 
Subv ersive Activities Control Board as a witness in hearings 



:b2 .. 
he 

hlC 
hlD 



the[_ 



] 



[ 



1 



Bureau file 40-^32191. This individual is 
in the Security Index, He is a potential Smith Act subject 
Charlotte is the office of prosecution. He presently 
in Newark, New Jersey, and is employed as an instructor in 



included 

in which 

resides 

the Newark College of Engineering, 



be 



7C 



individual is not included 

interviewed on August 1, 1951, at which time 



I Bureau file 100-175577. This 
in the Security Index, Howejer, he was 

he was cooperative and 



■$ 



^^}M^ 






^^r:)^ . 



admitted having been a member of the CP during the years 1934 and 
1935 while a student in Durham, North Carolina. He has never had 
<^^V informant status* 



1 Bureau file lOO-SSTMd. This individua 
writer of BrauTTQam^s enclosed l etter^ is former Gonfid en 



mho is the 

Informant[_ \who WS9 discontinued 

publicly known as a former Bureau informant as he has appeared as 
Government witness in the Smith Act trials in Baltimore and in the 
second Smith Act trial in New York City* 



:b2 
b'6 
b7C 
b7D 



tial 



IS 

a 



[ 



3 Bureau file 100-^376605. This 



individual is not included in the Security Index and is the subject 
of a closed security matter investigation in the Charlotte Office* 
His file reflects that he was associated with OF members prior to 
1938 and investigation revealed no Communist affiliation subsequent ^^ 
to that year* 



hlC 



[ 



I Bureau file 100^11592. This individual^ 
a Security Index subject, is a potential Smith Act subject in which 
the Charlotte Office is the office of prosecution. He is the 
I L and his current whereabouts 



IS 



unknown* The Department of Justice has not indicated any intention 
to proceed under the Smith Act against this individual in the 
immediate future , 



I L fiureau file 100-384292. This individual 

is the subject of a closed security matter investigation in which 
Detroit is the office of origin* He is not included in the Security 
Index* Investigation revealed that he was a CP member from 19C4 to 
1937* He was interviewed during September , 1932 ^ by Bureau Agents, 
was cooperative , admitted past CP membership, and furnished information 
concerning individuals known to him to be Communists * He has never 
been used as an informant of the Bureau* b6 

b7C 



I L Bureau file 100-344338* This 

individual is the subject of a closed security investigation in which 
New Haven was origin* He is a former Security Index subject* 
During November, 1953, he was interviewed by Bureau Agents, was 
cooperative , admitted CP membership through 1948, and furnished 
information c oncerning the CP membership of others* As of February , 
1954, Bureau received information that this individual had accepted 
a teaching position in Israel and was believed to have either left the 
United States as of that time or would leave shortly thereafter* 
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I 



"I This individual is the . 
[ She was reportedly active in the CP in 1947 andr 1948 
but was dropped from ntembership during July, 1948. She is not 
included in the Security Index. 



[ 



3* The Bureau ^s files 
individual has been 



reflect no information to indicate that this 
the subject of a Bureau investigation. Likewise, the files reflect 
no data to indicate that this individual is or has been an informant 
of this Bureaui 
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OPf ics or O«wao« 

P6D6RAL BUREAU OF INVtSTtGATIOH 
UNITED STATSS ^XPMtmWX OF JUSTICt 

October 15, 1954 



Mr- Tolsoft<^^ ■■ 



^ 
/ 



Beli«ont*L^ 



Harbo. 
Mohr_ 



The radio g?:am irosa San Juan con- 
cerning the rtationalist P arty of 
Puerto Rico wag sent by^anTuan 
starting' at 12:52 AM, and the sending 

.was completed and received here at 

\ i}O^J bMf at which time corrections 
were requested. The corrections 
were received in the Teletype Unit 
from San Juan at 2:42 AM , The radiogram was then 
sent to the Code Room for decoding, and received back 
in the Teletype \S%it at 4:29 AM . The original of the 
radiogram was th^ received in Mr. Boardman's ^ 
office at 8:^6 AM^ *''iand a copy was received in Mr, 
Belmont*s oCUce atr;4:39 AM. 



Kr 
«r 
Mr 
Mr 

Mr« farsons 

Hr, aosen 

Mr. Taniffi^ 

Hr. Jones . 

Mr. Sizoo 

Mr. winterrowd _ 

Tele. Room 

Mr. Honoman 

Miss Holmes 

Miss Gar^y 



'Q- 



Mr. Belnaontv^tated ^ was on Mr. Boardman's desk 
and on readin^^the radiogram thought that you would 
want an interpretatioA^f the radiograiaa and recom- 
mendations for a coxirse of action at the time that you 
read the radiogram. He therefore thought that in the 
interest of time it would be better to dictate a memo 
to send in with the original of the radiogram. He 
immediately called Section Chief Baumgardner and 
Supervisor Spencer to Mr. Boardman^s office, at 
which time MF;B^lmt3ftst personally diclate^^^^ memo 
to you with the reconihfieddation. ^^....^^ (l^ 

Mr. Belmont^t^visedf that he thought a^hi^^f^itq^tpfLt^ 
he was excrcFsin^th^best j\A||ment in the nnatter so 
that you would have tne"^a^r«,pict\ire aF one tiipe 



W 



(contiBued)|^< 




M 



4 1 









i,. 



did U ^ii» *»MWK«. 

.,. , tlfti?Y '^t^'^ ^^'^^ 

dsternUe ^«re thl» 
> AM tod^y. • 

1» to be tMken muBt be taken cm the basl. ox * vy 





cc - Mr. 
rC!XI:efl 



/^J^y^mf^-^^ 






m 



\:': 'r0: 



<^' 



l^^^ii^uk' 



October 29, 1954 



A 



Mr. Alan Hm Belmont 

Federal Bureau of Investigation 

Washington, D* C* 



Imar Mr^ Belmont, 



A 



p^ip-^1 r 



I have carefully reviewed your explanation 
regarding the delay mhich occurred before appropriate 
dissemination was made of information received from 
the San Juan Division on October IS, 19S4, regarding 
possible violence by members of the Nationalist Party 
of Puerto i^ico to be directed against members of a 
congressional committee scheduled to visit Puerto lico 
and there doe^ net appear to have been any justifica- 
tion for the delinquency in question^ Tou must certainly 
realiMe the absolute necessity of making such data 
available to the appropriate officials with the utmost 
dispatch and in the instance I have mentioned above this 
mas not done^ 



Tolson 

Board man 

Mchols 

Belmont 

Harbo 

Mohr 

Parsons 

Rosen 

Tamm 

Sizoo 

Wjcterrowd _ 
Tele. Room . 

Holloman 

Gandy 



Accordingly, I wish to again bring to your 
attention my desire in such situations so that you will 
bear this in mind in the future and make certain that 
there is no repetition cf such a delay^^ 



JR-.: 



D..y^-^ 



Very] truly 



MJktiM 6 


OCT 2 7 1954 


CQMMrFW 



g[,j Edgar Hbovei* 



f *yours. 



^S'^ 



JJt 

JlC^ggs^^f^ 



OP! r 




John Edgar Hoover 
Director 



CO: 



Mrm Boar 



gnal Attention 



* "^ Addendum -'^y^i Beirnqnt is expected to return^-from 
\ New Tork to Washingt^dn on the evening of 10/26/54. 

1 "% NOV 1 1954: 



n 3 



CO 



*'nj 




«IMNDM<0 POMM NOW M 



f 



Office^ Metnovandupi • united states government 



TO t MR* 

X A. E. BmidlT 



A 



ROM 



tUBJBCT: 



NATIONALIST PARTI OF PUERTO RICO 
INTERNAL SECURITY - N 



Tfllson. 



DAtB: October 21, ^r- 

1954 Belmont „ 

Harbo 

Mohr 



Parsons . 
Rosen — 

Tamm — 



Sizoo 

Winterrowd _ 
Tele. Room . 
HoUoman — 
Gandy 



Reference is made to the attached memorandvm 
dated October 18, 1954 , relative to the disaemination of 
information concerning possible violence by the Nationalist 
Party of Puerto Rico to be directed against members of a 
Congressional Committee scheduled to visit Puerto Rico at 
the end of October. 

Tou will recall that I was handling Mr. Boardman^s 
desk when this radiogram was received on the morning of 
October IS, 1954. The supervisor. Jack Spencer, had been 
advised by the Night Supervisor at 6:00 am on the morning 
of October 15, of the receipt of this radiogram and started 
immediate preparation to disseminate this information to the 
Departments of Intelnor and State, to Speaker Martin, to 
Secret Service, to the Intelligence agencies of the Armed 
Forces, and to Assistant Attorney General Tompkins in the 
Department of Justice^ 



'j^y\^. 




9r3S^4 



H 



When I read this radiogj^am on 'the morning ^f 
October 15, it appeared to me, ii^^ew of this fact that the 
alleged violence was to take pM^^^ at the en^- of October, 
that the primary matter to bf^^nsidered at once was whether 
we should not take direct acifton to forestall violence by 
causing the Department to redirect its policy, and iUMe^ ] 
of waiting for local authorities to act in Puerto Rico ^ to 
take immediate action by the Federal Government in removing, 
the continuing NPPB threat by apprehending Nationalist leaders 
through the Bureau prior to the end of October^ As you wii^ll 
recall, I dictated a memorandum suggesting the immediate 
consultation with the Department to this end and sent the 
memorandum through on the morning of October 15. To be sure 
of the logic of this move, I first called up Section Chief 
Baumgardner and Supervisor Spencer to discuss the matter, 
thus interfering with Spencer ^s dictation on the dissemina^ 
tion^ As I stated previously, I honestly thought I was 
taking the proper course of action because I was scheduled 

Puerto Rico the following Monday morMng and it was 
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AHBttlo, 



^^a,j m^: ^ ' 3'j ' ^ ' 



^ 
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MEMORANDUM FOR MR. BOARDMAN 



imperative to get the Department moving if we agreed that 

the proposed course of action was desirable. This resulted 

in a delay in getting the original radiogram into the 

Director • This delay was the result of my judgment in the matter 

and I am directly responsible for the delay and should be 

censured for it. 

Following the conference with me, Baumgardner 
and Spencer returned to the dictation of the letters for 
dissemination. In view of the extent of the dissemination^ 
three original letters and a number of copies were required. 
Spencer completed the dictation prior to going to lunch. 
As a result of the hurricane, employees were dismissed at 
1:30 pm. However, we held over stenographers to work on 
this dissemination and other specials. We made a sincere 
attempt to get these letters out on the afternoon of 
October 15, but they were not completed until 6:00 pm 
on October 15. At that time we were unable to get the 
letters out of the Bureau due to weather conditions and, 
therefore, sent them through as soon as possible the next 
morning. At the same time we sent through with them the 
letter to the Attorney General proposing that he carefully 
consider and reevaluate the Department's policy as to 
procedure to be followed in Puerto Rico. Under the conditions 
that were existent on October 15, neither Baumgardner nor 
Spencer are responsible for any delay in this matter • I am 
responsible for the handling of this matters it was under my 
personal direction; and, therefore, I recommend that a letter 
of censure be directed to me* 




^P^O^^ /C 
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UNITED' STATES GOVERNMENT 



TO I m, smiMM 



FROM I A, 3, 




StnjBCT: 




Mma LEm muESf - alu h. sEiMm 



111' 



Late this sunmer I ms aivUed tUi mv met w is 




Tolsoo 

' Parso) 

Rosen 

Tamm 

. , Sizbo: — ^-. .^ 

T c^ Wintetrowd _: ^- ;■ 

'^ ^ te^^fioom_ .:■ 

^i- ' HoUoman^^ ; 




Gandy .>_ 



' '^^ 



'<: 



Bvj'ferin^ fnn a hHrl cmiiiion^ She rqpides iw\!»§ 
Cdi/^rniai jmt-oMsiie of in Mgelh/mi muquwU^ii 
is mt possible pr m to see her^fequewlly* Bemuk Qfher .; 
Bdmncei age, I feel ii is {?er|-u«cefi8ar^ tftat I ylsit^r, ' 
is falU . ■ :•" ." 



An analysis of the wor}i Q/Ue Division reflects 
that the best time forsuoh a msii will be the week after 

tnext* Therefore, I woM like to take amual lea^e f^r the 
week starting No^mber 8, 1II4. I plia to /1| eft to los 
esr0 Saturday, Sovmhef 6, ani reim^tU^flUmtg 
'j loveuber 13» The entire timw^^ he sfewt with 
my mther and father at their hone in In^ii^" 

BECOEDED-iOl 








, Fie ase advise if this is approveii 



.b6 



18H0V ri 

CG - Mr* SisM 
AHB;tlG 








^\^Ui- u 




5 m\ '6% 



.,j^^i^gs^^'£4M 



^"■^'V--'./ . ■■ ^■■C:i\v.:,^.;i\;/;''v:o-\;;:--:::;;^s^ 



TO 



[i v.- a* . ;t^:^,:*.[-M6^^-jarwj^ 






:r>' 



noM 



JrV.4i.<:§r 



I'ri.t'.'; ■ 



1 ■)• 










• Dep^tmen^x?f^.the lTiteribi-.,;:th:e:Uni>t^.'!: states Pepar tmeu£^:«:^;iai 

I^Oflipleted ;^ior::tio :'i2:3i5S.pj,, ^0/^15/5^^-: The transcript. ^..„«^. ™ 

, these .xet,:;«rs;-.was coinple:ted;-:Qn:.j?riday_ ey^hing 10/15/^^^ lO^reli^ 
; not in time..- to ■.go ■ cmtrx^X, u^e) ■:^jq:Ba^^ of iiie-^-M^S^ 

i^s.Je3;ayed;due,to neeessainy^ 

-office, ata2:3-9^:P.a.. and: tiie^Hii4ctor l^:06:^|viii!-li^ 







^«Vi '^>^:- f °^ ^^'2tl^<^i.^senilnatisti' of^'^^^^^^ .infornation' a].legi«||iS 
t?JS^®.#»*^:3.Aed, -m-the .iijcor-lr^v Ja^'-Juan .raSlogra^i wa-s.S^S 



i^^s t^ . vlo^ftc^ i«ra.s alleged to be ^, 
i m.^,^ ■^"-+-"':e.:;lt..was cor^sldei^d ..r. 3gr^gsirable to ^vr-dshM 












^:Wf^ 



iiiU-J^ 



?S Dir^Lrf^^^^ accord vith the aesij|^§ 







i.//M/-£ 



^^M^'-^'h^. 





14EMOSAMDUi4 FOR MR. BOARDMN 



(Mr* Keay, who handled this memorandum in Mr. 
Belraont^s absence, advises that Instant information was 
handled by tir. Belmont, Section Chief Baiixngardner and 
Supervisor Jack Spencer and therefore they were responsible 
for the method of handling. He points out that Vir. Belmont 
and Mr» Baumgardner are unavailable and, therefore, their 
explanations could not be secured. Mr. Keay states that 
all three of these individuals are aware of the Director's 
desires with reference to information of this type, that is, 
with regard to prompt dissemination and they are being 
informed of the Director's displeasure over the handling of 
this matter,- Mr. Keay recommends no furth^ administrative 
action.) \ "^ f^lm.^- 



VPK!tlc 



^-R.«*.-13^ ^ 







^^ 
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.UNITED:;SlS|p|^#liikME^f 



TO 



2H£' DIRECTOR 





DATS; 



*i^oiii t i, V. Boardman 
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tmpm: ifATioNALisT PAH If of Puerto rico. 

Internal BsaUtity - H 



f 



ft. 




.oscn, 
Teie . feopm, — — ^ 



I?i^ purpose oj" thia Menorandtm i$ to indicate respons ibi^^ 
for the failure J on the part of Messrs. Bmngardner, Belmont (^ndt 
Boardmdny ti^ iuik^diaiely dis$min^tM information concerning v-v. 
possible vioi$no€ by the NPPR, to be direotBd against memb^rg"^^]^, 
a Gongressioni^I Committee scheduled to ifi$it Puerto Eico at th^ 
end of October, and^Qjrmo^^end that leiti^rB Of censure i>« M 
to each of 1^e afore^iMica'iM Sure^au offtt^Ml^* 




1 



'"'s.:''^^ 



On 3/11/54 I dictated a nemortmdun to all Xureau offio^ 
and supervisorB, enphaMt^ing the neoedBi:^^ f^r i'fMediate di^^0^ 
tion of infojmattonreaeived at Bureau hea4<luatterB r^j^eptlB^^^^^ 
possible violence again$t Government officials. It ^ie'obi/imi^^iyfim^: 
J failed to sufficiently impress Uessrs* BeMont and BaumpardHer 4: 

iwith the necessity of t^ing affirmative itmediate action^ slnee ;^ 
in the im^tance in question lettevB of dieBmnination did not itatft;;'^ 
the Buri$m until soMe 33 ho urs after the warning in formation was V: 
■ rec sipech' ■ ■ """^ — ^ ' — ' '' - . >. ■ ' .,,,, ,., „„,, ^.^ "—^•^T^'^-'~""''"'y.^?^- 

. Belnonty in hi$ attached mem^oroHMn dated 10721^^ d$.smi,ii4^-s. 
reaponsibility for. -the delay, pointing out that he was on "B^^J^s^jf^ 
during mjf absenoe, tt^hen instant radiogram .was received oh ^^Sf^^^^^, 
morning Of 10/15/54; that he delayed dissmination to appropriate ' 
.Gouernk^pitofficialsthrouph the medium of conferrina with ^r» 
\B<mmgQr<M0¥ md Mp^^r^^or: ^pefir^^ er, :^ho h^^ m Jr^epAre /; 

the necessary letters of di $s mi nat iori * ^ ^^^^ V 

employees in a policy discussion concerning the desirability of 

i preparing a nevtorandun tc the Department, pointing out the possi^ 
bility of the Department ^Q immediately proceeding with prosecution 
against members of the NPPR in Puerto Rioo* Belmont indicates 
this conference contributed to the dissemination delay , for which 
he assumes full responsibility and recommends he be censured* 
He pointed out thai hurricane Hasel resulted in dismissal of 
Bureau employees, but neuerthelests stenographers were held ov^r 
for the express purpose of typing tfie diss minc^^ Iftte^ 

involved in instant matter tma other spscials be^ing Jmfidl'^d in 
his dii/ieion. 



LVBt 
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Baumgar drier, in the attached mmorandiga dated 10/21/54, 
mentions conferring with Belmont^ mentions hurricane Hazel, 
hut nevertheless assumes responsibility for not having insured 
that the dissemination was made more expeditiously* 

The dissemination of this information, orally and in 
ioriting, could and should have been made more expeditiously 
than it was. 



X: 



I am not recmmending c ensure as to Supervisor J. C. 
Spencer, since he was under the instructions of his official 
superiors* 



1. I recmmnd that Section Chief F. Jj($^umgardner be 
censured for failure to insist on the arr moments necessary 
to insure immediate disseminatim of the i reformation in question* 

8* I recommend that Assistant Dii^m^rMelmont be censured , 
in that, despite the fact that he held a conference, ne couxd and 
should have insured tftat immediate dissemination be made of the 
information in question. His policy conference wqs a separate 
matter and should not have interfered with the dissemination* 

3* I recommend that I be censured because of the breakdown 
in the administrative operations of 'this office* My instructions, 
previously given, were not heeded, and I feel that it is my 
responsib ility^ to insure that, whether I am present or absent , 
essential operations be properly carried on by subordinates * 
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VTANMHD irOftM NO. C4 



Office Memorandum 



TO , THE DIRECTOR 



FROM . MB, L» 7, BOARDMAN "^^ 



UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 



DATE: 

November 5, 19S 



I 



•OBJECT: NATIONAL SEOURITT COUNCIL 

NET CAPABILITIES EVALUATION SUBGOUMITTEE 



X.. 





Sizoo „ 

Winterrowd _ 
Tele. Room . 
Hollotnan — 

Gandy 




Aq you knowj Mr. Belmont represented the IIC at the 
National Security Council (N3C) meeting held on November 4, 
1964j and presented the IIC comments concerning the report 
which had been submitted to the NSC by the subcommittee 
considering the capability of the USSR to inflict injury upon 
the United States^ 

Special Agent Edward S. Sanders was contacted at the 
NSC Planning Board meeting on the same date by James S. L^y^ *^^»i 
the Executive Secretary of the NSC at which time Lay advised 
that in his opinion Ur. Belmont had done an outstanding Job 
in presenting the IIC views and that he. Lay, had heard many 
complimentary remarks upon Mr. Belmont's presentation. Lay 
advised that in his opinion Belmont had made the points ^which 
the IIC had in mind and that those present at the NSC meeting 
could readily see the IIC position and undej:i^,tandvd>:t^^^^^^S^ — ^^^^ 



Immediately after the NSC meeting . Fat O tfl^nF'Sd'i 
Sanders that Belmont had done an excellent Jm^^f^^he- pre s^tatton 
and that the internal security committees^ ^o$Mi^^had bee^VeUL. 
presented and solidified by Mr. Belm^^t. 



RECOMMENDATION: 



^.0^^ 




■*-> I'iu i 17 c7j4 



J thought you would be intereste d i n the r e m skf^l^s- 



X 



made in this connection by Lay and Coyne. 



ADDENDUM: ( 11/5/54) ^- .■ ' j 

I think Belkon± should be comnendedr 
for the excellent presentation he 
apparently made before the:- NSC* 
L also have personal knowledge 
^f the fact that Inspector G^,E* 
(ennric h and Super vis or Li&4nMhi tson 
J^ery aggressively and o apa 6/aNignd led 
the IIC representation in the subcommittee 
discussions and should also be commended* 
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■fA- 



ES3:fJb 



^' 




/A^^-s!># 



S0W0mb4fr 10^ 19$lt 



P^rmonal and Gonf^a^ntiml 



U 



F#cl#r0l Bureau t/ inp0»tig0ii0m 

q-9.u<jl / 



P#ar B0hmn%i 



m 



]tt>u Sof MQXkf P0ry ^6m%r^hl0 r0pr0§0nt0i%0m #/ 
at th0 r0^0nt m00ting of th0 jTiitldiMl 30^urity 



mm 



Through gour 0m^ntWf' p*mt#n*^ii4m 
0/ ihe pi0w0 of th0 O0nf0r0n00 ihQB0 pt000m$ 
at th0 m00f%ng w0T0 #Mi]bl#4 to ^l^mttif w^A0f^ 
Biand th0 poBitiom of th0 <?o^/#r#n##% It t« 
ind##it gratifutng to not0 \tom Ik#ii4l#4 t%l# 
ffiati#r im i/our uiiial /in# t«|fl#^ 




BEHfi^m/ 






Salutation per Reading Room. 
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Board man , 
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Belmont 
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AasJLstant f>n>—fe*a»/»iifc« if| B»l— ti lth* Biummi tmliA m 
t«iM#ijr ••b#«'i lA %ii« Mtw l»PK vrra.** or IHm #»v«lmMtnt 
•f — »u>l »y inf«nuuit»» iAi«h «a« «tt«iiiMl toy * misamr 
of MMi lMt4c Afonts as iMiil «• Agents fr^Mi margNMoiAing 
OiirSjii«mi* fh* Wtm jmfit Af^nts «)!• »tt«iiiwt »(lvl»»4 im 
thait t^mj wnm aost imtmf—4. toy tiM flVgiiiilsatioii «f th« 
HuitM'ialktf «tM) atiu»«r la irt&leh it mm iV»»tont<NI« aaA tiMiy 
fuy^ tfpcvftiAt** tbt #»»«rtunity of pp*«*iiti»t th«ir 
»iigi»«tl*iui «ai ^imwB in •MtiuMtiton with tin* tevtlffiMmt 
MsA hMMCUxMI »f MNravlty ijur»mftnt«. Ali «iatluuiiiMiti«*lly 
■gpnnt tluit thity pvai'lt*!! iJiMitttnnitoly m • r*«ttlt 9f 
tb«t« iJl«inMi»iMUi KIWI f>9*«iinKI Muiy h*l|^fia sttcpitotlo^a 
ani JMMnm #«Pinf I^m tVNMliqr fwrltod. mxmmmtmmp* 
•anwgwriwr* safii'vasi «n4 fi«tktthiMi« «s ««l.l *• Assistant 
Div*st«Mr islJisnt* 4XA s Ysry ttasswii^ iftto saA «»v« «xtr«iMi- 
ly wsll, i>«i«siT«4 toy tAis pMNMnnsl in sttsnftMMNi. 
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 



er 19. 



^^SUINIJfG OjT bureau F£Sa0^h£L IM 

TUE DEVELOPMENT 01 3ECUBITT IMTQBMANTS 




rV- 



j*-^" 



fh€r0 ?B attaoh0d h^r^with a letter from SAC AuMrbach o^ 
\S0attl9 OffiC0 darted Motfember 15, 1954, commenting very ^jivorably 
\th§ tme^dmy regioi^l oon/ertnoe recently held in San Frt^cieoo, 




Vmrnia, ae Dart ^^i seriee of five Quch oenferencee conducted Ay 
frepresentawvee fT,0n the Bureau which mere held throughout the United 
StmteB rei<iting j^^the development of eecurity informants . In the letter 
from aAC Am^^rbaeM^ ^he recommendation mae made by him that the Bureau .^ 
ehould exi^rtltf th§t^ i^4fi^ ^f ^^Qional oomferenoea of personnel engaged fi/^nF 
in the «a»# type efHnveatigative preject to many other linee of eur f^i^ ^ 
inveetigati^^m werk Sc-The Director noted in thie regard ^Give very eerieue 
thought te tfei*.* %j, 



^ There ere aJ»o attached herewith lettere from the Chicago, 

San Ff^noieoe, JMi Orleans, Minneapolis, Denver, and Washington Field 
Offiom unanimemely endorsing the effsctiveness of the recent security 
ififormajyt'^%raining sessions ^ These letters were in accord in stating 
that th4\.in9trmctions r^eived at these regional conferences werm^;; 
pr^^isnte^ im m HMt imihfreetimg end capable manner and me^e 96)0 f.r 
eff0^tiv^^us m tifaining i:echnique» S^^ ^., 



CO 



0ieee letters ^^poimt out that the success of thise 
\remees mere based dli the following factorsi 



^4 



^^> 



,_ , ^ -^ regional 

f^) 81^ hwreau r^preeemtatives were well prepared, completely 
comMersant ifltA th€^^m$l^J^tmt matters and Bureau polioies 
ink^m0d and establieheA mf 
and'^H^t^usiastic 4ieemssic» 









\n atmosphere which generated full 
^ns jan. tlk^ ffurf^px^cill participating. 
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Jfr. ^KtiAJMM 



V. 



/- 



<' 



.,v 






^ 



mn S"" 









^^W^*f^' 




(3) By ^oldinj regional se$»ionM, tho90 offices with 
related 99curity problems and aubjects were brought together, 
thus making it ^uoh easier to have an exchange of ideas in 
forum diecueeiona on matters of mutual interests 

(3) The holding of these regional conferences in fiel4 
offices in an atmosphere familiar to the Agents attendimg 
created a definite psychological advantage wherein it u>as 
possible to more fully discuss and resolve probieiM* 

(4) It was also pointed out that the holding of these 
sessions on informant problems in the field under the direotiem 
of the responsible substantive representatives from the Seat e/ 
Government was a sound approach towards streamlining an4 
strengthening the Bureau^s investigative operations and 
policies^ 

Uy memorandum to you dated tcvember 16, 1954, outlined In 
considerable detail information concerning these recently concluded 
day regional sessions^ The suggestions set forth in that memorandum 
are being considered by the Executives Conference* 

The consensus in the attached letters from the field was that 
additional regional security informant training sessions be hsldo This 
suggestion has considerable merit and it is felt that the desirabilitK 0/ 
follow-up regional training sessions should be considered some time 
after June 1, 1955. 

With respect to additional training sessions in the seauritif 
fields the Domestic Intelligence Divieion is giving serious study to this 
question . We feel it is essential that any subject matter suggested 
be adaptable to this form of training, bearing in mind that this 
division is currently contemplating a series of six spscial 
security schools to be held in lieu of In-Service during this 
coming year. We will make further recommendations if we find 
that regional training sessions are desirable and feasible^ 
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Noir«mb«r 30, 1954 



PERSONAL. 



.1 

Mr. Alan H» JENrlmoml 

F#d#rml Bttrmim of tmytmmtigmUmm 

X>««r Belmoiil: 

I waml«4 la tak# iM« oceaftioft 
to comgratvtlmte ymu aikd OmmM yMt for ya«ir •Ighte^m 
years of ai^i^ttdld auftd l^iral Mmice to tte BmM«i«i. 
t tmml that yom liama ai^alribate4 ia aa anall maaaara 
la Iha aaeeaaa iMMelit Iha Baraa^ liaa mchimwmA mmA 
I jual waiOad yaa ta kaaw Ikow Tary aeiack I aiipractala 
yaar affarto. My alacara ttiaaka far a j^b wall teaa. 

Slacaraly, 



^* Edgar Hoover 
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€mmimwmm^m mmi teir« 19^ r#^P94 Ikm cMiiir«mE#*« r#<Miwaiti ii A i,tl0 mi iHblAk mtimr 

c«MiriNi^t wl^ Umi ii#w ^f€lm mi JbMhir«ilc# Ts'tltttaf sirf Hhm mmieLmmmm «df ilM mw 
9ir#t^^» ""^^ 4iqiMmA la^irg lAy iqMm <^ miMMir te nA^i^ Itt im mmmmmmiL* tmmw 
mmm JHifimimm wttt Imi^* m m#«l Imymrtoi^ mmmigmmmm^ In lh# Mnr «sf^elft mt 

f^mmmklfi^i^iSlilmmm, mm will «4iwliMnlir m^mmmXkf mmmim te girittiiii ik« mmm 
r#«^N»* ^^ TO^^lNMNrNirt to toll y«M i^ t I 4mmwir ji^»r#cfeiNto ¥» w 
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• UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

Tobon 

DATS: December 7, 195*"''~" 



COMMUNIST PARTY, USA 
UNDERGROUID OPERATIONS 



IJichols . 
Belmont . 

Harbo 

Mohr 

Parsons . 
Rosen _ 
Tamm __ 
Sizoo _ 



■ 1/- jLMi^i^i^ ■ 

Relative to memoraSSium dated November YJ , 195^> 
attached, eoHcerning the Inadequate search of the automobile 
by the Denver Office in coianeetion with the Smith Act appre- 
hensions in August, 195^> it i3 recoBamended that Boardman and 
Belmont be censured for their failxore to properly analyze 
this situation and issue the appr©pi:*iate ims t met ions . By 
neMorandum dated December 7 > 195^^^ the Executives' Conference 
recowenieda letter be sent to the Denver Office and an 
appropriate letter was attached ♦ 
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December 16, 19S4 
PERSOWAL ANJ> COSk/pENTIAL 



Ur^ Alan IT* Belnont 

Federal Bureau of Investigation 

Washington, D« Cm 



Dear Mr. Belmont t 



^m/DR 






I have thoroughly reviewed the facta relative 
to the handling in the Doneetic Intelligence Division 
of a request made by the Legal Attache, Mexico City, in 
a letter dated July 12, 1954, for an additional agent 
for the Mexico City Office^ I have observed that this 
matter was not handled through to completion until 
September 10, 1954, when a memorandum uhis s ubmitted 
recommending Special Agent I I of the Mew York 

Division for this assignment* This delay was due to a 
large degree to the failure of personnel under your super^ 
vision to recognise the need for certain administrative 
functions, such as the review of personnel files for the 
selection of a suitable agent, at the tiwie the request was 
first received instead of waiting until approval had been 
receiv^ from the Department of State for the assignment 
of an d^itfonaJ agent to perform these duties* 

^am distressed not only over the lengthy delay 
wk-ich pccurrjefi in this situation but also at the apparent 
cowipijOcency ym^ have exhibited in accepting the fact that 
such delays at^ -formal m. Accordingly, I must insist that 



he 



you insure /fjka *ft# future that personnel of the Domestic 
Intelligencrfivision more efficiently and more promptl 



carry out^pteir t^^f^gnments 
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Veny trullff 
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hf^Mi O) -^'^ 
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^^•pTOimTIC E'ECLASSIFICATIOM GUIDE 
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« M2.,.j;* .7. 



m. A, H, BElkONf^/^ 



Tolson. 
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"^^ecenher 13^ 1954 



fii /; 



•OBJECT: PERSONNEL NEEDS FOR>mXICO CJT7 OFFICE 



O^^j^H 













^ 



.tOj 



Reference is made to the letter from the Legal Atp, 
Mexico^ dated December 3^ 1954 (received 12^10-54) relative\ 
the need in his office for another Agent. That letter has th^ 
Director ^s notation ''i» Give prompt attention. 2\ Here again mei 
have delayed too long in resolving a pressing operational matters- 
It is now Dec. 10 nearly 5 mos after original request was made^ 
Why did it take until July 28 to answer letter of July ,12P Alko 
why so longi/^ow. F*" 






.v*^ 






u 



As-you are aware J due to the highly specialised nature 
of thJe assignments for Agents abroad, recommendations conceding 
the r^ed for^nd the selection of the Agents are made by the 
Domestic Int^ligence Division in connection with the clos^ 
supervision Mfi our foreign offices which is maintained by&i^he 
Foreigk^ Liai^n Unit. Those recommendations are, of course, 
clearM throulft the Administrative Division. With regard to the 
Directo r ^s inQuir y concerning the lapse of time between Legal 



b6 



Attache 



^\ 



_ letter of 7*^12^54 for an additional Agent and his 

present letter J it is respectfull y pointed out that the assignment 
of Special Agent ] \ was made on the basis of that 












:m- 







request of July 12, 1954. The present h 
anothex Agent. 

^ " ,,.j ■ ■ ,, ,, jmmMW . B.a.o..c 

With regard to the Director 's inquiry ^P^^^VJil^V/^w 
apparent delay from 7-12^54 to 7''22'-S^, in hakdling^^%e'^Y'Tj2^4'' 

t letter from Mexico, it is respectfully P^^^fcll^ ^^* that letter 
was not received until Friday, July 16,^^3^^54:1 Afti^'^i^ikmd^ ^--w 
I placed on record on that date, in ordejito i\^^(0j^t^^,^^^^^ 
I ej^n additional Agent to the Mexico City OfXl^^&w- ^'^ 'M'g ne^m^S'S^a^^f^^'^^^ 
to 'analyse the work load and situation in the office, which 

f necessitated the review of numerous files of various types. That 
as 4one and a reply was made to the incoming communication on ^^ ^, 
uly 28, 1954, which was within five work days. The fQtiOfi W^^mh 
ixjjut that time, recommended, that an omxtiQnal ^gent be approved for 
Siexico and the Legal Attache was instructed ^io^obtainclearanc^ 
: ^or thai! assignment from the Ambassador so that the matt.^ c^Ji 
,/ be taken up -with the ^tate Department. By air gram dated 7-- 29^-54, 

(^^ 05JAN141955 k^^^- /^/^c/^f 3 

1 - Mr. Boardman 1 - Mr. Belmont O^ 

1 - Administrative Division 1 - Section Ticklei 
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Memo -bo Mr. Boardman 
from Mr* Belmont be 



RE: PERSONNEL NEEDS FOB MEXICO CITY OFFICE 




II 

II 



UJ-^iX^ 



I 1 advised the Ambassador had approved the assignment and 
the matter was then taken up with the Department of State^ The 
Department of State considered the matter and Gommunicated with 
the Ambassador in Mexico City. By memorandum of 4HSi^5i_^^ 1954^ 
it mas advised that the Department of State had apprvveS^he 

^ It was then necessary to review innumerabre perstmne 
files in an effor~t to locate an Agent having the requisite espionage 
training as well as a facility in the Spanish language . Both were 
considered most necessary in order that the proposed expansion of 
our espionage coverage in Mexico could be handled adequately. My 
memorandum of Se ptember 10 ^ 1954^ w hich was approved by the he 

'^'rector J reco mme Tided Spe oial Agent \ ~| of New York 




M. 



n 



r :Phe,^^i^^ 



•a-euL^, 



By letter of September 18j 1954 (received 9'-S9'54) 
] advised that his original letter of July IS ^ 1954, was 



not written with the expanded /Soviet coveragejin mind and 
ihereforej he felt that two A^^ts should be selected for 
By airg ram r eply of September 30j 1954, it Was pointed out to 

] had been selected o n the b asis of hjs request 



he 



that [ 



for an additional Agent and that since I I would be assigned xr/ 
the (Soviet Diplomati c Activit ies Jcase and 19 other related case/^!^^ 
previously listed by \ ] relative to thef^oviet Activities^y:^ 

case as well as possibly other cases having espionage aspectsy 
it would appear that his a ssignment would thereby lighten the 
work of the other Agents^ \ "| igas, therefore, instructed 

to re-evaluate the work load in his office and if he sti ll felt 
that another 



it was needed to resubmit his request with 
justifica tion being specific as to the needs'of his office* 



'] current^ letter of 12''3'-54 is the first reply we have 



had 



w 



to. that qiT^-gvnTn^nnd sets forth the results of his study concerning 
the further needs of his office. OJCLA ,^ '^^ -otyu^^vi^y u^Jsul^^ 

From the above, it will be jyfted that in response to 




the 7''18'-S4 request from the Legal Attache, Mexico, a Special 
Agent was assigned to that office^y^ The Legal Attache 's current 
request is based upon instructions to him to re^evaluate the work 
load situation in his office to determine if he can justifiably 
support an additional Agents In connection with the Director ^s 
instructions that this latter request be given prompt attention, 
it is pointed out that Mr. Roach's memorandum to me of 18^10'^54 
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Memo to Mr. Boardman 
from Mr* Belmont 



RE: PERSONNEL NEEDS FOR MEXICO CITY OFFICE 



request be approved and that an 



recommended that 

airgram be sent to Mexico instructing the Legal Attache to 
discuss this matter with the Ambassador so that we can there- 
after clear the matter with the Department of State* 

ACTION : N f-^.^-o./v-^x.-^'**-'*^ 

None* For your information* Ti ^ ^ 
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MMTIOMAL MEMAISSAMeS PARTY 
imSRMAL SECmiTT (C) 



J 



"!)»«/, 



5f . 



?a 






^^^■/i; 




^« i^iri^ifr a$k§d ta 6« adi/idtd concerning tA« n$\Q9 r§MM4 
mad§^by ^ti^M^u^^ ffommitt0$ on Un-American Activiti%% comoerninff th§ 
JP#0-/a«c<<9«t« The information appeared in the la^t edition of the 
VaehthgtOAlSftar newspaper dated December 14, J954. 



I 



^e Supervisor handling this case had planned to obtain, if 
poesiifle, iA December 15 a copy of the House Committee *s report in order 
that it could be properly analysed. He had already called the files and jp] 
kstracts on the Meo-faseist group prior to the time the Director's 
Ij^utry wds received. A more detailed memorandum will be submitted 
regarding '^is situation. Mowever, there is set out briefly informatisn 
regarding ^he National Renaissance Party and ''Common Sense.'' 
"^ 'Printed copy not avail«ible until 12-17, News stories re»ult from leak. LBN 

The National Renaissance Party was formerly ^nomn as the 
Animist Party and inforMation concerning this organisation was originally 
furnisk^d to the Department on May 21, 1947. This case is still pending 
agui we "Save, on a continuing basis, furnished reports to the Department, 
tik intelligence agencies of the armed services, the State Department, 
a^ the liaison representative in Heidelberg, Germany. On September IS, 
29$^^^ wm referred this matter to the Department for its consideration 

titft-jTfpeot -^6 I }* it is to be noted that it i$ '"^^ 



km 



a pu$2i<^%^on edited by 



of Union, Hem Jemjrjf. This is « 



t^;f 



one ^lian'^pe ration and is violently anti'^Semitfc and antt-^Megro. 
a current invaj^tigation regarding this wuitter^ 



There is 



i 



^wr^Mf^l.^'yi ^^« *o furnish the Director today with complete 
details regardi^. this entire situatiem te^g^ther with our recommendations^ 
This mill be ^^ns}' \oweuer, me now realise a short memorandum should have 
been sent up the first thing this morning fer the Director's 
information. It is regretted that this mat not dons and epery effor-^ 
mill be made to s^e that the Director is promptly advised of 
matters of this kind in ths future. 



BJBimn 

(4) CO - Mr. Bodrdman 
Mr 9 Belmont 
Mr. Thau 
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„---.,^f^- V.^-^.'A- 



w 



J{SB^S3BM: J^o^mbtr 16^ 1954 

I certainly agree that my lack of amarenees of the 
neme release made by th« HCUA at the time of Mr. Holloman ^a call 
to me ie inexcusable. I normally try to follow the newspapers 
\and the nems^asts for matters of Bureau int^resto It goes 
without saying that I wasnH aware of this orie. That I was 
terribly busy that particular evening with a heavy volume of 
4iail and didn H read the evening paper ia no justification since 
it ia quite apparent that I must be continuously alert to the 
above situations. 



Belmont, at the time I called him, was not aware that 
a supervisor in Baumgardner ^a section had, called for the files on 
the two organijfations in question. He should be 
what is going on in his Division and should have 
advise me% 



cognigant of 
been able to 



If- 



m^ 



To avoid recurrences, however, I have talked with 
Messrs. Rosen and Belmont concerning the necessity of continuously 
being alert in matters appearing in tne press and promptly 
instituting any action necessary<i I also have talked with the 
two night supervisors. Coneys in Rosen^s Division and Martin in 
Belmont ^s Division, and again reminded them of the necessity 
for being alert for item of interest coning' i^i un t^e Wcusliington 
City trews Service ticker tape, and insuring that appropriate 
officials are made immediately cognik^ant of items of interest in 
order that appropriate action can be taken. 

ACTION: 

\\ ^^^ ^^^ derelictions in the handling of this matter, 

UI recommend that Belmont and myself be eensuredt> 

^. j<l^^ ViVoardman 

^ /; ^M^ 
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fjk, ^r^^-r-sX- *N.C> 
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January 3, 1955 JJ^;^^^ 
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' li* V. Boardman Parsons 




Rosen 




Tamm 




Sizoo 


gDBjBCT: PHYSICAL EXAMINATION • wi«terrowd_ | 




Tele, Room _ 




HoUoman 




Gandy 




I am scheduled for pl^sical e»ami3ation at 




Bathe sda on I*Eiday, January 7> 1955 • If Jon approve 




I will plan to have Belmont on ny desk during the 
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TO : THE DIRECTOR 
PROM : L. V. BOARDMAN 
SUBJECT: 



DATE: January 3. 1955 



b6 
hlC 



INTERNAL SECURITY - CH 
SEDITION 
REGISTRATION ACT 



Reference is made to the memo:fahdum captioned as above 
dated December 27, 195^, from Mr. A M, B&lmont to Mr. L V. 
Boardman which advised that a transcript of the 12-13-5^ hearings 
of the Senate Internal Security Subcommittee at San Francisco ;, 
California J had been furnished to the Bureau and had been rei^ewed, 
to which you inqutred, "When did we receive this?/' 

On December 15 > 195^ > Senator Heiraian Welker^ who eonduct- 
C^ed the December 13r 195^, hearings of the Subcommittee advised Mr. 
4;L B Nichols he was sending the Bureau a copy of the transcript of 
> Hhe hearings, Mr. Nichols ''' meaiDrandum dated December 20^ 195^^ 

advised that the transcript had been received. This memorandxim 
^^togehter with the transcript was received in the Espionage Section 
^^on December 21^ 195^ > and the transcript consisting of 200 pages of 
0^ testimony was thereafter received and a memorandtam was prepared 

under date of December 27 ^ 195^ 



(^ 



ACTION: 






None. This is for your information. 



1 Mr. Boardman 

f . Mr. Belmont 

1 Mr. Branigan 

^ Mr. Broden 



IM 






ORDED-144; 



JjSflrkfc 



[^^HSf^ 



Sl05-12804 



Searc 



/ 



.# 



AlBEMBUM: (1-5-55) - Wliefe ^^ weirifeftBdiam- ©arae- to 
me l-3-55> the explauatlofe prepared in Belmont's 
Division contained the statement tfeat Mr. Nlelaols' 
memorandtim^f 12-20-54 ^ with ti'iOb4@i*^^tlSct^ihed, 
was received in the Espionage jS^c^tion <pi ,;iJdS^»*54 
I requested explanation ^ifm l#tM^ril; ir^ii^^ 



ENCL, 



68'JK»1^ 



\9SSj 



f 



ADDENDUM (GONTINIIID) : 



toG^ from 12-20 to 12-22-54 to get this memorandum and 
transcript to the Espionage Section. Attached is a 
memorandiim of explanation showing that the memorandtim 
in question was received in my office at 9:15 a, m,, 
12-21-54, in Belmont's office 11:46 a.m., 12-21, 
Liaison Section 1:29 p.m., 12-21, and was time stamped 
in the Espionage Section at 8:44 a.m., 12-22-54. 
I find, however, that the memorandum was received 
in theEsiponage Section, from the Liaison Section, 
on 12-21-54, but was not time stamped in Mr. Branigan's 
office. Iranigan has explained this failure in an 
addendum to the attached memorandum. 

I have discussed this matter with Belmont and 
have emplhasized the necessity for moving mail promptly. 
I have similarly discussed this situation with Mr. 
Seatterday in my office. 

The Espionage Section reviewed the 200-page 
transcript of testimony on 12-22 and 23/54, and then 
prepared a memorandum on Monday, 12-27-54. (You will 
recall 12-24 was a holiday.) I feel that the memorandiim 
I /from Mr. Nichols should have moved through to the 
/Espionage Section more quickly, and have vigorously 
(brought this to the attention of the pepple concerned. 
It would appear that after it was received in the 
Expionage Section, it was given prompt attention. 



L,V30ARDMAN 
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TO : MR. L* V. BiA»MAN 

PR©M : MR, A. H* BELMONT 

SUBJECT: I I 

IMTEIMAL SECURITY - CH 



Reference is made to y our inqu iry as to why it took so long 
for a transcript of testimony of I 1 be fore the Senate Internal 
Security Subcommittee on December 13 > 1954, to reach the Espionage 
Section from the Liaison Section of the Domestic Intelligence Division. 
You also inquired as to why it was in the Liaison Section at all. 

By memoranduift dated December 20, 195^ y to Mr. Belmont, Mr. 
Nichols advised that th^ transcript of the above-mentioned hearings 
had been received at the Bureau and suggested that a short summary of 
the information contained in the transcript be prepared for the 
Director '3 inf oi*matlon . The time stamps on the back of this memoraifidum 
show that it was received in your office at 9:15 a. m., 12-21-54, 
Mr* Belmont ^s office at 11:46 a.m., 12-21-54, Liaison Section at 
1:29 p. Hi., 12-21-54 and received in Espionage Section at 8;44 a. m., 
12-22-54. *When this memorandum and the attached transcript was 
received in the Liaison Section at 1:29 p.m., ©n 12-21-54, it was 
briefly scanned by the Supervisor of the Congressional Desk, loggftd 
in and thereafter personally delivered by the Congressional Desk 
Supervisor's Clerk to the Secretary in Mr* Branigan^s office within an 
hour from the time it was received in the Liaison Section, 



The mem© from Mr. Nichols and the transcript was not time- 
stamped in ^ the Espionage Section when it was personally received from 
the Liaison Section. The memo and transcript were reviewed by Mr. 
Branigan and placed in the outgoing box sometime after the close of 
business on December 21, 1954. The mem© and transcript were diredted 
t© the appropriate Supervisor in the Espionage Section for proper 
action. In routing the memo and transcript, they were sent 
through the Espionage Section mail room where the memo was first 
stamped in on December 22, 1954 at 8:44 a. m. 

It is noted that the Congressional Desk in the Liaison 
Section is set up to receive all testimony from the Senate Internal 
Security Subcommittee and to act as a central point in the Bureau 
for such testimony. AJl testimony received is logged in and a 
record kept by this desk as to who is handling each piece of 
testimony. The bulk of Congressional testimony is reviewed by this 
desk. However, on occasion testimony involving current cases is 
furnished to the appropriate substantive desk for handling as was 
done in this case. 



be 



ACTION: ^^^ 'Se'lJ^M'*^^^^ ^^- RrRn1y?=»n 
For Your information (See Page 2.) 



J@L:WAB:erf;hmm 









^^J^Z^^j^- 



iak;aJ^aiBd£a>^^i^ 



:■ '.•Mt.3;ffi^L;aJl«BA: 



ABBENIXJH! (WAB:hinm 1-5-55) It was the responsibility of my 
secretary to have seen to it that the memo and transcript 
were timestamped when received We have discussed this 
matter and I have cautioned all personnel concerning the 
necessity for promptly timestamping mail received in this 
Section. I am certain that there will be no failures in 
this regard in the future. 



%,:,^V- ..^^., 
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Jammpw MS^ ims 



Acting C^mmom^lmmt 
Air wmr C^llmg& 
Mamrnmil Air t^r^g Jto## 

Dmar a^mmmli 

Tfmmk if0u /0r if^ur Iwtt^r #/ Jmnumry 21^ 
IBSS^ 0«iia#rfiliif 1A# *dair «/ »^ Am IT* Bmlmmt fti/0r« 
til# Air far l?»i2#^ 09 January Z9thm 

It <# imdawd a plmamwri^ Im kn0w that 
MTm BmXmont^m r^wmrkB wmr^ 00 mall r^a^imitdg rn^d you 
may k^ Bura that ft0 to 00 gratafuX far yaur ^aught^ 
Jiunama in m^iti^ a§ J aj0# 

Pi0000 /00i /r00 t0 0aii upan ua if ma 
can ba 0/ 000101^01100 in any mamnar^ 

atmaaraXy yaura^ ^n ^ -^ 



CO - ir^f J)0l»0nt^ With aopy of incomingm — « " ^ 






c - Personnel file of A, H, Belmont^ with'CopS <tft incoming. 



ifOTE: Mr. Belmont appeared before the Air War College 

on January 19, 1955. , ■ », » 
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WE COPY 



AIR WAR COLLEGE 
Maxwell Air Force Base 
Alabama 



21 January 1955 



Mro J'f> Edgar Hoover 

Director 

Federal Bureau of Investigation 

Washington S5, D. 0^ 

Dear Mr. Hoover: 

I wish to take this opportunity to thank you for 
having made Mr. A, H. Belmont available to speak to the 
Air Far College on 19 January 1955. Tour cooperation on 
this^ as well as the many past occasions ^ is deeply 
appreciated^ 

An understanding and appreciation of the relationship 
of the FBI to the problem of defense of the United States is 
essential to the development of our future military commanders^ 
Mr^ Belmont ^s lecture of last Wednesday has added materially 
to this understanding s and we are most grateful that he could 
be with uso 

Thank you again for your cooperation and 
assistance* 

Sincerely, 



/s/ So F. aiffin 
S. F. aiFFIN 
Brigadier General, USAF 
Acting Commandant 
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limerrowd 
Tele. Room . 
HoUoman . 
Gandy . 



On January llj 1956, the Director inquired, 
ha$ Htstcihen a week to prepare these (letters tranemitting 
the JSS. Minute6)P /r» " 



H' 



^^ 



fr The lie meeting was held on the afternoon of \^^Jf 'LU 
^anuar::jf 5, 1955. As a result of the meeting, it was necespxr^ 
\fr>r the Secretary to prepare four IIC letters for approxxil and 
^answFHtalp These letters were given precedence over the 
m-inuteks The dictation of the minutes mas completed at -^ 
appro:pipately 2:00 p.m. on Thursday, January 6j 1955. Th^ 
transd^'iption ^f the minutes was completed by late Friday, 
January 7, 1955. The minutes were proofread, slight corr.ections 
made, submitted to the Mechanical Section and reproduced^ by 
noon, Monday, January 10, 1955. The clerical work inVi^lved 
in the assembling of the minutes and the preparation of the 
cover memorandum, and letter of transmittal Tere completed on 
Monday afternoon, January lOj 1955, and the minutes were 
forwarded to your office on thct daft. It was necessary to 
Imake two minor corrections in the minutes on Tuesday, 
January 11, 1955, which were promptly handled. The completed 
Mrinutes, with attachment $, totaled 40 pcg^n. 

f The completion of the minutes could have been expedited 

[ by assigning additional stenographic help for this purpose. 
This was not done, however, as other special matters were being 
handled at the same time. The im.portance of having the minutes 
of thes^ meetings in the hands of the Director and other IIC 
members at the earliest possible date is recognised, and in the 
Ifuture these minutes will be prepared in sufficient time to 
freo'^h the Director's office by Friday following the HO 



jme^sfing on Wednesday. If, due to 



ESS: hke 
(S copies) 



'^„ 



unusual^ tzm»fi1tfifi00tw-^*h4^ 



l^}ir, 
I'ifr^ 
I'^'tfrJ 
2-, 



Boardman 
Belmont- 
Sawders 



fitWiM 



•^'.-ti^ntfJ 







'Wt JOjri '*■■'' »♦*•-' 



Q'yi'!KI 



Ut}-' 



Memorandum for Mr. Boardman^ l/l3/S5 



deadline cannot be mei^ a memorandum will be aubmitied 
indicating the reasons for delay and the time the minutes 
will be available. 

RECOMMENDATION : 

The foregoing information is furnished in 
response to the Director '9 inquiry. 





i 
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ADDENDUM (l/l3/55)i 

Sanders points out it was necessary to prepare four 
lie letters for approval and transmittal^ said letters being 
given precedence over the minutes* Since the changes to be 
made in the letters in question were agreed upon at the 
Conference, the preparation of the four letters in question 
should have taken very little time* Wr. Belmont, in his nemoram 
points out that the minutes couIg have been expedited, andHlthat 
the importance of having ^ the minutes of the meetings in the handi 
of the Director and other IIC members at ti e earliest possible 
date is recognised. He, however, mattes no recommendation as 

- P • 



■ ^. ..^^^^^..i^^iiaji^ 



Miii 



i 



v'^m 



■.'^■■'■' 



.lT..-^U-v;J.^v.j^.^ 



to any action to be taken with regard to Sanders, despite the 
stated recognition. 

It to ok en ti re ly too 1 ong to ge% tltes& minu tes pr epared 
and I, therefore y reopmmend a letter <yf censure to Sanders • 
I also recoinmend a letter of censure to ilr* Belmont for his 
apparent palliation of this siMatio^^^ 




L.V.BOARMAN 
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TO 



THE DIREGTOk 



MR. L^^ V, BOARDtUM 



'JC^ 



FROM 

tKnjMCr^^pa^FIDENTIAL IMFORUANT AND 

TTP'kS OF COVERAGE 



JUNE 



OAX^t January 4j 
J 955 



TolsoD . 




/ 



/ 



Tamm 
Sizoo 



- SIlilLAR .^ 

In the attached memorandum dated December 30, 19S4, 
etatement was made that the decrease in security informantM f^om 
1091 to 1074 may be partially attributed to a decrease in Communiet^ j 
activitif in various parts o f th e country. Fou commented ^'kaybe-^we 
olon 't needafii the^^^oney we have sought for such invest igationtk.^ 

This de(xreas€ in Communist activity refers to the gradual 
\deoline in open Party activity in the last few y^ars and the shift 
I of certain Party activities to the Communist Party underground. It 
is to be noted tha'^ the estimated membership of the Communist Party 
was dropped from e&,000 in February, 1943, to 33,103 in "September, 
1954. Thi^ gradual' decline has been accompanied by a reduction in 
activity iri^ certat^ Communist Party clubs that were formerly active 
in the open Communist Party and has oaused the Jn^p o^ ^^r-tain 
informants who were formerly productive but who are no longer 
position to fu^Mish irilj^ormaticn of value concerning Com%u'i .st 



Uoitdin . 



■m 






in a 
activities 



III 



Even2though^here has be^-i a decline m 
activities and'^a deorf^se in the overfall estimatil 
membership^ there has J^een a great ^ in crease in Comi 
activity which has increased and ma 



>ae 



Communist Party 
ommunist Party .;:j| 

ist Party undergroi 
our worM <a co^eri) 

Person^ itffto ' - 



)vbu ^thi 



M 



mo^e aiffUfUl t 
the/Communist J^rty uS^erground in the United s4ates 
reyhair^ in the ^^^uni^ Party today can be caAsiiered hard c^re 
fanat^ical Communists .-^-^he activities of thaie persons 
|Q cov^ r due to stringent security measures^ plaoed in 
Communist Party as a result of the first Smith Act trial in New 
in 1949^ the continuing prosecution of Communist leaders in SHbseq&0nt M 
Smith Act trials and the hearings before f the Subversive Ac'tiv^-eieS^Oonin^ 
Board. As noted aboif4s, moreover, there pas been ^iideep^ead h\ift of ^ ^y?- 
Communist activity from the open Party flo the MHd^irjirai/trid ^nd due t^jns 
method of operatien^this phase of Communist activity has been much more yi 
difficult to penetrate than was opeA^^k'iPqtty2a/:fJ;ivity . We have made 
progress in penetrating int« the Commanisi^ umi^g^'cUnd operation 
principally through the ^evelopment,\Q^J' unonympas ^pirges^^In 
develop anonymous sources^ however, ve ^ave ttm^l^ft ^ ^ 



0^ badf/frf^und 
\lhave produced 






sti^ations and physiiQ 

endous amount 
mmunist field. 



is 

ive frcfi fft Vifpend 
s urVeTtltxTtet 



muc 



h jda/tppwer 
ess sources 

of '^^oi^^c^tjin^wh^ohhas also increaael 

' ^'^ y^A r^n^ jTS;!^ >f( 



<^ 



i'-^S^^^-i 



Mr, 
Mr, 
Mr, 



Belmont 
Baumgar dn 




^i4i\V^^^^ 



^-»^\jj#vi 



We have also recognised the necessity of penetrating the 
I ComnuniBt underground with live informants and in October and November, 
v2954j a series of five training sessions were held in key points throughout 
^^ the country in order to train additional Agent personnel in the 
development of security informants The keynote of these schools 
was the development of informants within the Communist Party underground, 
which has proven to be a most difficult task. It is expected that in 
the near future there will be a resultant increase in the number of 
security informants covering underground activities . 



ACTION: 

We will continue to follow closely and carefully the 
development of additional security informants in both the open and 
underground phases of the Communist Party and related subversive 
^organisations . It is regretted that the statement contained in my 
memorandum of December 30, 1954, did not clearly indicate that we 
were referring to the open Communist Party when voe spoke of a decrease 
in Communist activity. This statement should have been more explicit 
and great care will be taken in the future to insure that statements 
set forth in memoranda are clear and concise. 
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ADDENDUU: January 4, 1955 



11 



be 



The 
various parts 
leading. The 
dated December 30, 
which clearly reflect 
J. A. Sullivan, jr. J. 



statement, "decrease in COMmuniat 

of the country, '' is inaccurat e as 

author of this cor^muni cation, \ 

l9S4, must learn to prepare 

the actual factual 

Baungardner , W. f. 



activity in 
well as nia- 



memcrandm 
situation. Farther, 
Cleveland, f. P» 
Keay, A. E. Belmont^ W. W. Klemp, and myself, mho initialled 
for approval, have a background of knotslsdge of Communist 
activities which should enable them to r^lise that the 
statement was inaccurate and by placing their initials on this 
document are guilty of carelessness* 

I^ the refore^ recommend a letter of censure to Special 
Agent \~~ "I /or inaccurate reporting in the memorandum 

which ne prepared* I also recommend letters of censure for 
J# 4* Sullivan, F. J. Saumgardner, W» 7. Cleveland, 7, P» Keay, 
W* W* Klemp, A* H* Belmont, and myself fsr having approved this 
memorandum which contained a statement which obviously was 
incorrect. 



■m 
m 

'Ml 



Since J* E* Edwards and Frank Molloman are not 
charged with the intimate knowledge of the canient of this 
communtation and would not necessarily have reason to disbelisve 
the inaccurate s tatement, I do not recommend administrative action 
as to them. 

I will again emphasise to Belmont and Rosen the 
necessity for accuracy and conciseness in memoranda, arid every 
effort will be made to minimiJte these i naecur^cies* 



!■ 



L* V^Boardman 
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February 17, 19SS 
^^BSpjAif AM P COM^SEMTIAf. 



TolsoD 

Boordman . 

Nichols 

Belmont 

Harbo 

Mohr 

Parsons 

Rosen 

Tamm 

Si^oo 



Wintcrrowd _ 
Tele. Room . 
Holloman 



Gaody , 



Mtr» Alan B* Belmont 

T^d^ral Bureau 0/ Intf^Btigation 

Washington ^ Bm Cm 



Bear Mr. Belmont t 



1^0 6" 



sMjifs^ 



I have thoroughly reviewed the facts relative 
to the recent mishandling by the Bomeetic Intelligence 
Bivieion of certain highly confidential information per^ 
taining to our national securitym I have noted that an 
informant had furnished thie information in January^ 19SS, 
and after it had been received in the Espionage Section 
of the Bomeetic Intelligence Bivieion prompt action was 
not taken to disseminate it to the appropriate interested 
Government agencies^ I am not unaware that there was a 
question as to the reliability of the informant in this 
instance; however , I am deeply concerned over the failure 
of you and your subordinatee to see that this vital infor^ 
mation was expeditiously disseminated with a suitable 
qualification of the reliability of the informant* 

I cannot emphasiMo too strongly the necessity 
for the prompt and efficient dissemination of information 
of this nature and I must insist that in the future the 
Bomestic Intelligence Bivision handle such wuitters more 
efficiently so that the Bureau can properly discharge its 
responsibilities in this regards 
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Jofm Edgar 
tjj Jlf^re^tor'^ 
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I 



J, ir* 



]jl^aco«e informant, returned to the United 
i9a0 interrcoated during the period January 

te<« trip * I J 




to January^, 1955, . inclusive, concerning te<« trip to [ 

Durinf thaX*'i^^ he furniened detailed i nformation about hi$ trip 
inclutf^g ^ta relating to dei;elopviente I r 

attitu49 toward international niatters^ Also during thie time he fur ^ 
ni shed'Mn ihroneoue revort concernin g a contact with ] \ 

i^ I "l ipag in the United States on that 

date. Se w^s inten sively interrooated concer ning this erroneous report 
but minta^d that I I on that da te. In view of 

this, the il'ield was instructed to reinterrogate l I in detail con- 

ceming all other ^^ Ux formation he furnished relating to hi^ tri^gin 
order that we ooul^ better evaluate fttm. Informtion rel^tinf^ 
and 



j^^ 



international matters was not disseminated bediuse i$ was 
felt imperatiist€ that we take every possible step to determine [ 
veracity and in order that we would not later have to 
in the event we vrov^d l ~\ unreliabl4\^ 



] 



retract ^terial 
]duri^gm I»rlh4- ' 



January 10 to Januanf S4. J955^v^Cgfte typed , 

were forwarded to Los Angeles j%V verification and furnis^hed 
Bureau on Febr^uary 3, 1955. This cas e was th0n thoroughly 



rzl. 



reviewed^ It 



was 



-m the 
evaluated 
noted 1hat he 



or 



and the materid3> furni^.d bv \ 
had furnished essentiall y the I 

Ihat he fiG^nished in the \ ,^-,_ 

discrepaneies w^re noted. He did elaborate bPi^f^y on some Jkf^MJS. 

information prev]U>u9iy given. Inasmuch as material furnished by^ | 

^fi1i\e past has Veen cross-checked o n numerous instances and this 
repait hbiMp mee:^na \ I was the only errondsouM information 

tc^pwn to mm^ %>eejk (miPen bv him, it was decid ed that we should qontinu^ 
to Wid kirn as* ] ^ I j^*^ thoroughly at^emry 

ssib:^ J^ in' w^ »4ffljor<&idUn i^lj^i* 
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i^utry tnt0 tA# mmamurmm mdmptmd by thm Dimmmtt^ 

tigmtivm rmp0rtB prm^t&umly «iitaftt#4 C0m§mt mimQ informatie n 
r000ftmHi frmm f^rm&r ^o^ftdmrntimX i^f0rmamt I I 

umd th& may im mhi0k thm Bitucti^m wmm immdlm4 by y^u mam 
toi^lXy unmati&fa^tmrym J* tm apparmm* that yau f^um no 
00ii«fd#r€k«<0fi mhata^^r to thy fa^t that tha 0xtatt^g praca-- 
dura 0f yubmttting amamiaa pagtt ftr th^am rmpartm ia tha 
filam of thy papartmamt &f JUBtiaa m^uld pJtact tha Buraau 
in a paatttam af amtratm mwtimrrammm^mtm 

At Atmittant Mraator tm ahargy af tha mm§0tia 
IntaHigtmy IHviytan it mat j^ur r0ypamtibmty to haim 
gtvan earyful aaii#ftf#retf on ta all pmrtiaamt fmctarm ami 
ta itoe;# aaaa ta tt that apprapriatm taytnmtiamm merm taauad 
ta hamilm tha ahaagaa in J | infarmatian in an honaat 

arnt ytratghtfanmrd faahiami yaaamm 0/ yaur faiJura ta da 
thta yau arm bming p2e^md in a prabatiamary mtatum ami I 
mhalJ cmrtaialy m»pmat yau ta mMhibtt grmatmr canmidmratiam 
far thm Burmmu^m bmmt intmtrmmtm In thm futurm ma that th0rm 
mill bm na furthmr mituattaam minilar ta tJtot to mhteh I 
Jlau# rmfmrrmd abaumm 



he 

hlC 
hlD 



he 

hlC 
hlD 



COMM ^ FBI 

FEB 2 41955 

MAILED 31 




truly yaurm. 




.-'-^1 



;J«: Ec-ar He 



^^Jphm Edgar kaammi^ 



flcibalLAf^ 

CCf ur^ Baardman fPermonalA^t^ifntian 
Moummm^nt tmti be 
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February SS, I9A5 



PSBSO^AL AfiD C0MM)EMTIAL 



./^' 



u 

Mrm Alun Em Bmlm^mt 

F€d0ral Bureau 0/ Inue^tigation 

Wuahtngton^ B^ Cm 



Dear Mr^ Belmont s 






I haue jf^uiewed the circimBtaneem relative 
to the undue delay mhtch e0curf^d in t^s iteiuratte 
Intelligence Div^ieien in eennection with the handling 
of a letter from the San Franeimeo Piuieion reaueetina 

that the Bureau] | 

to a former informant* I ha&e noted that thie letter j^ 
which mae eubmitted by the San Franc ieco Office under 
date of January 11^ 19SS^ wia reaeiued in the Internal 
Securitff Section on Januarif 17^ 19SS^ and mae not handled 
to completion until approximately one month later^ 



•L) ^ 

hlE 



Tolson 

Boardman . 

rjichols 

Belmont 

Harbo 

Mohr 

Parsons 

Rosen 

Tamm 

Sixoo 



Winterrowd _ 
Teie, Room , 

Hoi Ionian 

Gdndy . 



Thie matter ehould hatfo been handled more 
promptly and the delay which occurred woe a reflection 
upcn your adminietration of the Pomeetic Intelligence 
Diuieion^ I ehall eatpect you to eee to it that mutter e 
of thie nature are handled properly and expedttiouely 
in the future so that there will be no further euch 
inetance of delay attributable to you and to per^onn^ 
under your euperuteionm 



/ 



Very truly youre^f 






^X: 



J, 



.V- 



li 



^a^ri^^imf^^ 



d&t Ur^ BOa:rdM^ (Personal 




no 



^^m ''Tf^l:S£iS9^.30. 



§^^^^' 
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Attention) 



>FR':' 



■■' .^'1^ 



(Mke M^PWfandum • uNifs^ pmis aey^ 

ro iMr. L. V .'**Boardma 



DATE: February i?^^ 
1955- 



noM t Mr a A . 



tUBJBCt: 



]ALl IIJFOmmTIOl COHTAIHED 

IEEE II IS OTCLISSIFIED 

^DATE 09-16-2010 BY 60322/TJC/LRP/PLJ/3fJJ3 

:b2 ' 



"NFORMANT 



be 

:b7C 
:b7D 



01?^^,^^^^ 




FORMKH SAN FBANCISCC T 
■ Bufile lOO^i^a?^^ 

; ^^ This memorandum is submitted in response to Mr. Tolson's inquiry 
'.^:^^Ur. Boardinan why di^it take a lmost one month to handl e this letter '^" yt^^ 




./^ 



The'San Frgfici sco OflMce by letter dated January 11. 1^^5. 



requested the,. Bureau 
letter was received 
stamped received in 
January 17, 19^5. 



he bureau zru;? p.m. on January 



This inatter Was receiv ed by the Internal oecurii.y 



i 



January 18, 1955, at which time | |file was requested. 

wa s raceived by the ouoervisor on Jariuary IQ, 1955* Following 
of 




J 



file, a memorandurrt and letter were dictateu and tran^acr 
lanuary 24, U955, ana recommenced that 



Friday, Jan^o^ y 2 1^ 19^ 5 ^ ^Both t'l^ memorandum a^d lette r we-^e dated^5. 
Monday 



Ju 



rt- 









b2 
b6 , 
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:b7E 






The recommendation tnatf 



on the Bureau ^^ poHcy that [ 



infurmcinte fov A 

SAC Letter ^^45 OJ 

1954) ^ ^ 



J 



was based 

TT^continued 
orth in 



as IS set 
iSfferM'vA October 1, 






^i *^ It must fee noted that the problems pt^esented I y th e Sftn 

^' Figj^ncis^ Offi ce in this matter dealt with the advisability f^ 



c 



^-:tO^ 

i$. exe. 



] discontinued informant that would constit ute ^ja e xcept ton ^"^ ^ 

LaAter 54-45 G. The informant in this instance (I I) was ftn ^-^l'^ 



.'J 



b7E 



ona|, ini^mant and his requests of tiie Bureau and the 3An Fran(>a 
Off f^e<^av^prese(fteA 5^uiperous unusual and compli catiiti problems.,^ -y^ 

• -" In$^muc*f*'i^7j.h§re*was-a go<3a Indication J^kS \ [ r ^ III 



write ^S^ art 
ship with th 
was believe 



cc -*^Jfirti:? Toi^n . *x 
MrV BdkrdiTB#W 
Mrf, ^elmont 
Mr. iCeayv 
,(JHj?» /Ba'omfeardner 
Kr. Tto*4^ ' 

BFR:mamM 




'^♦. 






a3^ 



• 



.■■^■. 



m ■ 



''¥m^- 



::5-r':^vv-r';;;" 



:b2 

"hlC 
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wi 



changing of the Initial memorandum that I 



J« (This necessitated the 



* * 



, To justify the regommftnclat.i.Qn thflt r 

i L i t was necessary th at conside raDie. review ana research oe 



Conducted to|_ 



1 



}In this regard, it was necessary to minutely review and 
consider all aspects of the following decisions on such matters; 







h2 
b7E 



(1) The, 

informant as compiled by former Special Agent J. A. Uarlson 
that was made the subject of a memorandum t^ Kr. Tolson 
dated October 25, 1949. 

(2) The memorand^am of I^lr , Belmont to Mr» Boardman dated 
Ju]v 2d. IQ^/.. r!antior!<:^d 1 



(3) Bureau letter to Mr. William P. Rogers^ D eputy Attor ney 
General from the Director dated July 29, 1954, 

informants. 



(4) ^ir. Nichols^ nemoranduni to Mr. Tolso n dated Aufust 2, 



:b2 
:b7E 



1954, 



confidential 



informants relating to the Department's opinion in such 
matters. In this regard, it is to be noted that Kr. 
Willia^^ P. Rogers, Deputy Attorney General advised that 
the Bureau's action \~ 

Jof confidential 



informantsL 



J was rot only proper but 



was thoroughly justified and had the Department's approval. 

In view of the numerous complications eticountered in this matter^ 
^ it was necessary that several conflictin g; opin ions and ideas relating 
to the solution of this matter be resolved by '^Ir. Eoardman's Office and 
Mr. Belmont's Office. 

11 Before a final conclusion could be reached in this matter, it 
[liaa necessary that this memorandum be returned to th e Supervisor six 
[pimes* It is to be noted that tiie memoranolAm) was re^rheU to tKe 
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■■ '^ V^:^v*i«*(;-i^ i^,r' , 



i'<. 



apervisor not for the correction of errors of substance or form, 
^ ^iit for a change of the recommendation or for the addition of information 
||{i*egarding the Bureau's policy and previous action taken in such matters. 

Regardless of the above facts, too much time was consumed in 
|lie handling of this matter and every effort will be made in the future 
io br.tng about a more prompt and efficient handling of such matters. 






he 



APmnSUU BY BSLUONT : (AHBtJmr) 2^1 8^55 The d elay in this matter 
was not the fault of the Superoisor^ l L o« he took prompt 

action while the matter was in his hands^ The delay was occasioned 
by conflicting opinions as to how we should approach this, which 
resulted in the nemorandum being rewritten several tivies based on 
instructions frnm Ur. f ^^lmont ^ st nfficiriinrrTFam Ur . ^Rnardman ' .h n'^i cef 
Certainly the matter could have been handled more rapidly and it 
was Belmont ' s responsibility to see that it was handled more rapidly. 
I recommend that I receive a letter o" cf:insure concerning th 



m 



:^si 



/ \ Jl ^A^^Uil ^lUiP i* 



\ 



t^ a^.>iA-^k.-^.-A..^ 



L 



\ 




7) .'I 






^ 



.^Xl 



-JL 




2,V 



<-*'^>A-Z-i^^-. 
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''-y^^'^^*^ A'lf^-^^.r- yr*^^t2,m^ **' ••-''^CyA^ 
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March 4, 1955 
PEHSONAL AND CONr)smNTIAL 



^hj^m 



Mr. Alan ffm Belmont 

Federal Bureau of Investigation 

Washington, J>* C 



Dear Mr. Belmont: 






S0C^J^ 



My attention has been called to the explana-* 
tion you have submitted for engaging in a long^-distance 
telephone call with the Special Agent in Charge of the 
Atlanta Division on February 28, 1955, lasting for 
thirty^nine minuteSm It was utterly absurd for you to 
have engaged in a long-distance telephone call of such 
duration and the reason you have advanced for it consti-' 
tutes no Justification whatever. 



I as determined that such extravagance in 
communications costs shall be eliminated and our long 
distance telephone expenditures reduced^ Accordinglji 
I shall hold you personally accountable for seeing to 
that you and your subordinates do not again engage in 
such protracted long-distance telephone conversations 
Bureau expense^ 



m 
«. o 
rn 






"*lfc = 






Very truly yours, 

jj«. Edgar Hoover, 
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(4) 
CCi 



John Bigar Hoover 



5 5 MAR 919S5 




Mr. Boardman (Personal Attention) 




Office ^ef?WTji^nduPl • united states government 



TO 



raoM 




DATB: March 



SUBJBCT: 



LENGTH OF TELEPHONE CALLS 




With referenoe to your inquiry as to the length of 
two telephone calls received by me on February 88, 1955, the 
following is set forth; ^ . ^-.x 

ASAC Earl Brown called/ from Philadelphia relative to 
an individual who talked to a newspaper editor in Doylestown, 
Pennsylvania, relative to a check he was making of gem 
warfare, atomic fall-out and a nervSuimr gas. The editor raised c 
question as to the accuracy of the infornation. Inasmuch as 
this had all the earmarks of a story which could raise hysteria 
in Pennsylvania and in other parts of the country if it was 
disseminated, I instructed ASAC Brown to have the individual 
interviewed at once and gave specific instructions as to how 
it was to be handled^ This was a^matter which could not wait* 





[Vfrbm SAC Mumford i 



Relative I to the calVfrom SAC Mumford at Atlanta, 
Mumford advised of the receipt of a two-^page report given by a 
girl in the WACs concerning her associations with Harvey Matusow 
wherein Matusow told her regarding his association with Senator 
McCarthy and gave information indicating why he was putting out 
his book and his drive for publicity and to keep his name before 
the public* Mumford said this report was given to him by General 
Boiling and that Boiling was sending it to Army headquarters 
by mail the same day* In view of the importance of the Matusow 
case, it seemed imperative to m^ that we have the contents of 
the report at once in order that we could check it for action* 
Hence, I had him jumish the information telej>honicallym 

I think a check will reflect that my calls to the 
field are generally very short, as I talk strictly business 
and do not indulge in pleasantries* In these two instances 
I felt that it was necessary to secure the information in the 
form as I did^ .«-*-^«>«™^^_..,«._™^ 
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STANDARD FORM NO. 64 



Office Mmiorandwn . united statC^ governme nt 



f 



TO 



FROM 



=Mr# Tola on 



'•R. T» Harbo 



■■be 

b7C 



Mr. Boardman 

DAT^ Mr. Nichols. 

Mr. Belmont 

Mr, Harbo. 

Mr. Mohr 



<^ 



SUBJECT: 



] 



SECimiTY HATTER - C 
Buflle 100-33^001 



/J. /I. &tim>>^ 



Mr, Tolson.. 



Mr. Parsoiis 

Mr. Rosen 

Mr. Tamm 

, Mr. Sizoo 

Mr. Winterrowd.. 

Tele. Room 

Mr. Hollonian.. 

Miii-3- Gandy 



BA€KGBOUHD: 



3/3/55 



SYNOPSIS 

Swi Prwicisco letter 2/10/55 to BureatTliransMW^ 

pages of report of SA Troy P» Wilder r San Priftnclsco, 
1/6/55* Bureau le tter 1/28/55 to San Prancisco, prepared by Supervisor 



J, Internal Security Section^ Domestic Intelligence 



Division^ pointed out certain Infoznnatlon contained in said report as 
attributablf|;Q| Informants T-12 and T-6 was not documented • This was 
corrected tii^ot^h the amended pages. Referenced San Pranclsco letter 
transmitting amended pages to Bureau contained no explanations con- 
cerning the error nor recommendations covering adiiiinlstrative action. 
Said letter was received In ^ Internal Security Section 2/15/55* and 
was forwarded by Supervisor l I to Consolidation U&it of Secords 
Section by routing slip 2/17/55 for substitution and return* 

GOVERHINr iKSTHokiflONS: SAG Letfer |i^-23, ^/k/Bkr provides "In; the 

■';■/. ■■■", ::"'" :/'*, . future ail errors to be corrected: in reports 
after th^iyJiaye' been forwarded ^0^ Bureau must be luBniit1;iBtd cover 
letter cohtalnlhg an explanation^ for ^ the error^ together with two 
copies of '€ua^^ to be^^de on reports previously ^l-ssieminated^" 

Section ItA 1 Jji Manual of Rules shll Regulations, provided , "Amended 
pages of reports are to be submitted^ to the Bureau by cover letter* The 
cover lettez^ zpist contain an explanation for the error, recommendations 
for any adn^^hi strati ve action, if necessary, together with two copies 
of the amended pages of reports,*", 

E3tPLAHATI0NS BEQUESTED: Bureau JLetter 2/23/55 to San Francisco, 

copy to Mr* Belmont, prepared 1^^^ 
>al|h a eurvey conducted by Inspects C* Van Pelt covering such 
€rm>rsv caii^^ to foregoing instructions and requested 

field and SOG explanations. 






Sf 



Attachments 



^ 



cc 



- Mr* 
Mr* 
Jfi?* 
Mr. 



Nichols 
Boardman 
Belmont 
Mohr 



cc - SOG Personnel Piles: 
SA Troy P. W Jlder 
St enographer f 






HCVP:cs/Jla 
(19) 



SAl 1 


SAC 


W, 


M* 


Whelan 


SAl 1 



p 



l^^^^. 



^^m 18 »^ 



^^^.•■■., .i^ii Vlggi'':>^afeai.fa 



-bo 



Section Chj.«f F. J. Batungardner 
InspecJi.i<V. P. Keay 

rstanit Director A* H. Belmont 
SOG Files - San Francisco Division 

Domestic Intelligence Diyi«i on 



■ " '■■■^ viiiir iilfiif* 



f 



he 



EXPLANATIONS RECEIVED; SAC «• M. Whelan, San Francisco, advised that 

(1) reporting Agent Troy P. Wilder dictated the 

complete documentatlonj (2) failtire to properly report same was 

primari ly responsibility of transcribing stenographer, Mrs. | "| 

I i who entered maternity leave 2/11/55; (3) SA Ittlder, who is a 
Resident Agent, was not at San Francisco Headquarters 1/6/55 and 
accordingly did n ot proofread instant report; (I4.) Relief Supervisor 

I I t who approved said report, failed to note the incomplete 

documentation, and (5) he, SAC Maelan, did not see San Francisco letter, 
prepared by Agent Wilder, transmitting amended pages to Bureau, but is 
primarily responsible for the proper administration of the office, and he 
regrets that the required explanations were not Included in said 
commoni cation, SAC Whelan stated no purpo se would be s erved in 
recommending administrative action against f I in view of her 

being in maternity leave status » He rec ommended no admi nistrati ve 



], explaining th at [ 



action against Relief Supervisor 

his oversight, had been admonished, and that a copy off 
explanation had been placed in the latter ^s personnel r 



TT?7 



J 



regretted 



b6 



SOG Supervisor [ 



] explained that following 



receipt of the amended pages vlpj^he Internal Security Section, 
he routed same to Consolidation Unit of Records Section for 
substitution in the original report and return to him. He advised 
that he Intended pursuing the matter further through requesting 
explanation from San Francisco as to why instructions governing 
submission of amended pages were not followed* Section Chief P* J» 
Bauragardner and Assistant Director Belmont concurred and recommended 
no administrative action. 



■b6 



CONCLUSION: The incomplete documentation involved does not appear 

to be a substantive error; the case has not been jeopardized 
and the amended pages submitted were administrative pages vflaich are not 
disseminated* Nevertheless, the San Francisco errors c aused \ind ue 
expense and unnecessary correspondence* SOG Supervisor | | failed 
to take immediate action to obtain an explanation from San Francisco 
and was, therefore, derelict* He had opportunities to request 
explanation in Bureau letter to San Francisco 1/28/55 and again 
upon receipt of San Francisco letter 2/10/55* 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

(1) SA Troy F. Wilder, San Francisco. .. •censure,.. , because 
of failure to follow existing instructions in forwarding amended pages 
to Bureau. 



- 2 • 



f 



be 



(2) Stenographer ! ^ ^ _ ^l > San Francisco* •♦ •That 
SAC, San Francisco, be advised ty Bureau letter of her inadequacy, 
and that said letter be placed in her personnel file for use in 
preparing her next performance rating. (She is now on maternity 
leave.) Letter should charge her with transcription errors 
and failure^to accuratelv proofread her completed product. 



bb 



(3) SA 



], San Francisco.. . .censure., . .as 



Relief Supervisor ne snouid nave detected and corrected the 
incomplete documentation in report of SA Wilder 1/6/55 • 



ik) SAC W. M. Whelan, San Francisco. •. .censure, 
for weaknesses in functioning of San Francisco office. 



b6 



(5) SA l L Internal Security Section.... 

cens\are. .. .for delay in requesting explanations from San Francisco. 
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f 



(6) Chief P» J. Baumgardner, Internal Security Section., 
Eeconmiendat Ion being submitted separately covering this and other 
similar matters • 



(7) Inspector V» ?• Keay, Domestic Intelligence Division. ••• 
Recommendation being submitted separately covering this and other 
similar matters* 



Division, 
for this 

PEHMANElsn 
I 

synopsis 


(8) Assistant Director A. H« Belmont, Domestic 
..•No action. ...In view of his being previously 
and other similar matters. 

he 


Intelligence 
censured 


f BBIEPS OP STENOGRAPHER [ SAs WILDER, 




AND 


AND SAC WHETiAN ARE ATTACHED HERETO. 

DETAILS 

Not repeated herein in view of being fully 
and in the investigative file# 


covered in 



VTANDMID ramt NO. 04 



Office lAcfJWtaildufTl • united states government 



TO •• Mr* Tolson 



TROM » u^ T^ Harbo 



(U) 



DATE: 

DICLASSIFICATIOH AUTHORITY DEEJ¥ED FEOH: 
FBI ATJTOHATIC DECLASSIFICATIOH GUIDE 
DATE 09-03-ZOlO 



3/3/55 '^Z 



Board man , 

Nichols 

Belmont _ 

Harbo 

Wohr 

Parsons _ 

Rosen 

Tamin 

Sizoo 



SUBJECT: 

INTERNAL SECURITX 
/Bufile 105-2711^1^ 




was< 



.b6 
b7C 



Winterrowd _ 
Tele. Room . 

HoUoman 

Gandy . 



Ira 
-a 



:5 



SYNOPSIS 



iSdb'sDfJK^ 



BACKGROUND: 



Newark letter 2/14./55 to Burea u and New York transmit ted 
amended pages of report of SA [ ' 



Newark, l/ll/55o Mhen said report was originally submitted, it 

failed to reflect that subject was q uestioned about (1) whether 
I I was to atte nd the Third 

Congress of th e I 1; (2) f 



I I reportedly held in the 

(3)/jwhether | "" 
personnel have ever [ 



Jand 



b6 
:b7C 



]of a security. 




intelligence, political or propaganda natureTTThis was called t 
Newark* s a ttention by Bure au letter 1/2 1/55 rpP^P^^ad by 
Supervisor I I, Espionage Section, Domestic Intelligence 

Division. Said letter instructed additional interview be conducted 
and that results be submitted in a new report. Correction of a 
sentence, obviously garbled, was also instructedo No request for 
explanations from personnel responsible, nor recommendations of 
SAC covering administrative action was made. 

Referenced Newark letter to Bu reau t ransmitting amended 



pages of above re port was prepared b y SA I 1 and was approved by 
Relief Supervisor ! | . It contained no explanations 

nor recommendations covering administrative action* Said letter 
was receiv ed in Espionage Section 2/9/55, was initialed by 
Supervisor ! "L and was received in Consolidation Unit of 
Records Section 2/17/55 so that substitution of amended pages 
could be made in original report. Dissemination to Imoaiigration and 
Naturalization Service and to Records Administration Branch of 
Department of Justice has not yet been made. Bureau letter 2/14/55 



be 



Attachments be 

cc - Mr. Nichols 

Mr. Boardman 

Mr* Belmont 

Mr. Mohr ^ ^' 

SOG Personnel Files: 
SA F 

sa I I — 

sa[ 



cc - SQG Personnel Files ; 
SA ! J 



anigan 



SA€ H* G. Foster 
HCVP:cs/jla 
(19) / 

55 MAR 22 1955' 



Section Chief William A. 
Insp.«ireor C. E. Hennrich 
t-A^sistant Director Ao H. Belmont 
SOG Piles - Newark jQl vision 

Domestic Intelligence 
Division 



he 



to Newark, prepared by Supervisor ! L instructed that corrections 
be made in amended pages submitted, covering certain garbled 
sentences concerning Croatian Fraternal Union« This letter 
likewise failed to request explanations from personnel responsible 
and recoimnendations of SAC covering administrative action^ 

GOVERNING INSTRUCTIONS g SAC Letter Si|.-23, S/k/Sk. provides "In the 

future all errors to be corrected in reports 
after they have been forwarded to the Bureau must be submitted by 
cover letter containing an explanation for the error, together 
with two copies of any corrections to be made on reports previously 
disseminated •" Section i4.A 1 j. Manual of Rules and Regulations, 
provides, "Amended pages of reports are to be submitted to the 
Bureau by cover letter* The cover letter must contain an 
explanation for the error, recommendations for any administrative 
action, if necessary, together with two copies of the amended 
pages of reports*" 

EXPLANATIONS REQUESTED : Bureau letter 2/23/55 to Newark, copy to 

Mr, Belmont, prepared in connection with a 
survey conducted by Inspector H. C^ Van Pelt covering such errors, 
called attention to foregoing instructions and requested field and 
SOG explanations • 



be 



EXPLANATIONS RECEIVED ; SA l I explained that inasmuch as the amended 

pages covered additional investigation requested 
by the Bureau, rather than corrections of errors in his original report, 
he did not feel that above rules governing submission of amended pages 
applied in this instance. It is not felt said explanation is 
acceptable o It also appears that his reporting of instant investi- 
gation has been seriously deficient, and has resulted in undue 
expense and unnecessary correspondence. 



•bo 



Relief Supervisor 



^ who approved SA 



report of 1/11/55, advised that he felt said report adequately covered 

the investigation conductedo It is not felt said explanation is 

acceptable, because of the failure to set forth whether subject 

was questioned about the three pertinent topics referred to 

in the first paragraph of this coiomunication, and because of the bo 

garbled sentence contained in said report* 



Belief Supervisor [ 



1 who approved referenced 



Newark letter transmitting the amended pages to the Bureau, concurred 
with SA l V As indicated above, it is not felt such explanation is 



- 2 " 



be 



acceptable- It appears that had Relief Supervisor [ 



I carefully 
revie wed this matter, he would have observed serious deficie ncies 
in SA I I performance and should have insisted upon Agent |~ | 
explanation being submitted to Bureau together with recommendation 
covering administrative action^ 



S AC He G* P ost er concu rred with SA[ 



]and[ 



]and Relief 

] and recommended no administrative 



Supervis ors 

action be taken against them* As pointed out above, it is not 
felt this is acceptableo Also, as Special Agent in Charge of the 
Newark Division it is Mr* Poster's responsibility to insure that 
Investigations and reports are thorough, complete end clear « 



bo 



SOG Su pervisor! | explained he noted the 

' ] initial report of 1/11/55 and initiated 



weaknesses in SA [ 

corrective action per Bureau letter to Newark 1/21/55* He advised 
he considered these instructions as amounting to guidance by 
Bureau rather than concerning correction of errors requiring 
administrative actiono He stated that he accordingly did not 
feel that above regulations governing submission of amended pages 
appliedo It is not fel t said explanation is acceptable* It also 
appears that Supervisor ! I having recognized serious weaknesses 
in the attention provided this case at Newark, should have included 
requests for explanations from personnel responsible and 
recommendations covering administrative action, in Bureau letters 
1/21/55 and 2/ll;/55o 

Chief Wo Ao Branigan, Espionage Section, Domestic 
Intelligence Division, stated the field should have followed 
governing instruct ions o He recommended no admin istrative action 
against Supervisor ! "L pointing out that | | was co nstruc tively 
supervising case as evidenced by detailed instructions I I 
provided Newark* While this constitutes some mitigation, it 
appears Supervisor ! 1 was not sufficiently vigorous in his 
supervision and should have fixed responsibility for the serious 
deficiencies fotmd» 



he 



he 



Mro Belmont felt I H was properly supervising the case 
and recommended no administrative actiono 



b6 



RECOMMENDATIONS 



(1) SA I 1 * Newarkoo ocensureoo o ofor 

errors in his report of 1/11/55 > failure to follow existing 
instructions regarding submission of amended pages, and submitting 
amended pages which contained garbled phraseology o 



3 - 



be 



(2) SA[ 



detect and correct errors in SA 



JigW£rko.« 
I ^&V 



oCens\ire«e. ofor 
report of 1/11/55 o 



failure to 



b6 



(3) SA[ 



Newarkoeo ocensureo oo.for failure 
nstructions were followed in 



to see to it that existing Bureau 

submission of amended pages, and for failure to detect garbled 

phraseology in said amended pages* 



(1|) SAC Ho Go Poster, Newark* •• ocensure* • o ofor weaknesses in 
functioning of Newark Office* 



be 



(5) sa[ 



], Espionage Section* o o ocensureo •» o 



for failure to request explanations from Newark* 



(6) Chief Wo Ao Branigan, Espionage Section* • o oRecoramendation 
being submitted separately covering this and other similar matters • 



- k 



HP^^ 



(7) Inspector Co Eo Hermrich, Domestic Intelligence 
Division* o ooHecoramendation being submitted separately covering 
this and other similar matters. 



(8) Assistant Director Ao Ho Belmont, Domestic Intelligence 
Divisiono o oNo actionooooln view of his being previously censured 
for this and other similar matters© 



b6 



PERMANENT BSIEPS OP SAs 

POSTER, ARE ATTACHED HERETO < 



SRI 



1 AND SAC 



DETAILS 



Not reported herein in view of being fully covered in 
synopsis and in the investigative file* 
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FBI AUTOIiATIC DECLASSIFICATION GuSk 
DATE 09™03™Z010 ^P 



Office rAimorandum • united states government 



TsbM. 



TO t 



Mr, ToJ§»n 



wtoi* « B, T» Barh» /?<b" 



Cr 



■26- fL 



f PWIOM . 



fUBJKT: 



AMEKDSP POCUkEJITB 

(COBRSCTED OB REVISED REPORTS) 



Sizoo . 



usmmi* 



II 



8urp0y eonduet§d by iHBp^ctor E. C. Ttxn Pelt in 

ae0ordane$ with Director ^s instructione to make 

tkereugh cheek at to why Doluminoue number of errore and fihangee 

io repute, uthicf^pparently have had to be made, were ngit^r ^ 

iShkllei^o DireelSw^B attentien, and appurenjidf no etepe ^arrt i: 

"^ ken by either ifomeetic InteUicence] o dpueattg atiut J)]j^iieioa 

fif^reaponaibility for euch error^.^fT ;.^ ^ 

yj^iTJI^j^ / Review wae made by the Inspector of 22 filee^wherm^ 
^ m correctione in reporte were in the proceea oS^betM^ 

^iuxde ^rough amended pagee submitted by fields Jn eaci^nsi^^e, 
coveii communicatione loere received from field tranemitwkng >Jm 
amenHii pagee of reporte fithciLt pmuidinn Bureau with mjcplamk^ 
ticn^^r Buppli^inq rgconptf/icf at jyy|^ regarding adminietmtive 

mcTlom -^ f 

% in the S2 filee ^, ;• ^ 

2^ '^ Inspector found no inetanoe/ wherein field ^e jJISiurt 

^to comf^y l^t}^^ existing inetructione concerning eubmieaien of / 

lllf amende 

Tilee r\ 



>vK^ 



afee wae brought te attention of any Aeeietant JDirec 
iswed'by Inspector show that cover cojmuni£C^ 
nsmithing amended pages have been l^praiJea iJy Agen 




**>P Zt^teiligenoe ana Ifl\>9^t%gattve i>i- _,---,. 



K.m^^'* 



oMl^KQQ persgnnel ooncerfn^g each 

umvmQm ormsRaj[§QAspM^MsmQfftAi, _ , ^, , 

Und /nv«it<sro«7^« ^iufytw^ftagr^Ri /jiJigA f»*ftf»tfl .^.ftf^mfcr. 



*i 



r«ie r At. > ^0 i iifici* u &n»i4t«d . 



a H lJ H H^IJTI f » ' t ff. 



fty^^OTlUgijip rondo ip<tii < 3H^lflaat|ona it,) 

dW v>r<oo«g*rUtoi^gaW^ 0/ SAC* cob'erina aig<w<i:^rgt<»% ^||t<>n^^ ^ 






fO|^ 










Mtmorandun tc Mr^ TolMon 



'neoe99ary. i/taart, Boardman, Belmont and Ro90n advised that 
Muoh a proctdure »aa followed only if the auboiance of the oaee 
waa affected and the errora mere aeriona enough to require 
adminiatrative action* In other inatancea it waa net felt 
lineeeaaary to obtain ezplanationa from reaponaible employeea and 
Urecommendationa froMlSACa aa to adniniatnatimejaction* , . 

^^* ^^(^dnan ataved tl^tfyKer^^olumnoua number of 
errora mdg biTthe field tMwa tftoKj jig a/fjo tent aciipn waa 




Tail 



\ taien by^omeaiic intelligence J<i;<a>cn o^nd Inveatigative^^ 
IDivtaion io reduce ihe volume. ^ 




TYPES or SBSOSS INYOLVSD 

There ia an attached aheet identifying the errora 
relating to the 38 oaaea previoualy mentioned* Although Mr. 
Belm^ont stated c^t the Xxecutiuea Conference on 3/3/55 t)^it the. i 
18 errora referred ic kia nim^ton mere ar**fctrwi^typm» t^ i 

attaohed l qt\te'^ ^^QWt ^^^^ V^^V •fr^^'^ a^ batantive errora^ 
cauainp undue exvenae _and unneeeeaary correapondencem An example 
iaine internal Security caae involvinQ \ \ whe rein 

the fhiladelphia Office on l/lO/SSi aubmitted three aw^nded 
pagea involving t 






ChanffinQ\ 

I i prefer to 

changed to eliminate [ 



atatement that both \ 
re side in t he United Statee... 



] 



^She further stated she could read her whether ^a acript^^.^ 
changed to inaert the word ^not ^ ..♦ completely changing 
the aubatance^ 

Change to delete Confidential Informant r-2 and inaert 
inatemd ^recorda of Immigration and Maturalieation 
Service in I^iladelphia.* 



In addition^ the Seat of Government Superviaer found it neceeaary 
to amend five pagee in the «««« report in order to remove 
information which would prevent diaaemination of the document 
to other agencie$t^ 

'^:'he ^v ;'.m;i5' a^tisarton i^ pureX v an ^xamlt a^t fi*rth 

4 



^ &'^-Jl m 



m^'. 



Mtmeratidum to Mr, Ttlton 




!• Mt99r9. Boardman, Belmont m4 Ro»€n,,,*»Snom VEMSBMM^ 



'ly^ 




(»^ 



'^^^, 



i?* 4 a^parat^ mtmorsMuB viiJ b^ aubvt(tt«d a« to each of 

th€ tw^nty^tme eaBew involved and «ac/i of those nomoranda will 
doBoribo the oituation, fix rooponoibility mnd contain 
recomMendationo for action. ^ ^ 



-K 






^,-^ 't^.-M.^.^w^.^^Lu^^ -V-^-^^^^^e 








^: 







<5*'-\/v>^'«^^ 



m^M^^M^^ 



.k^LM,^.:.....^^iM^^.M^ 






i^^-m 



• 




Error* relating to i>9K«9t<o Intolligtnee Divition 



i. 



^^v* 



2, 



aRS&OBY BASMJLM. INTERNAL SSCBRITT - B 

Philmielphia letter 1/10/SS, containM »» 9xplanation a$ to 
why ih0 €rrorM u>0r§ imadt and containa no recommMndati on as 
to adviiniotrativo aotionf tranonittod throe amondod pagoo 
of a report oubutttod 18/31/S4. Tho orroro wore of oubotaneo 
and tnyolvodt 



(a) Ortginallvl 

I 



I wi9 quoted ao oaying that ^^both 

r prefer to reside in the United States •* 

the anended page eliminated l L 



(b) It was initially stated 1 

joript^.^ *^ which was changed to \_ 



1 



[ 



script* 



] 



(o) Delete Confidential Informant T^l and substitute instead 
^records of Immigration and Naturalisation Service at 
Philadelphia ^^^ Thereafter on l/l9/SS, Super visor \ \ 

I 1 trans Mi tted to Philadelphia five additional 

anended pages; these amended pages were necessary in 
order to prepare the report of 12/31 for diseemination 
and relate to such matters as love affairs, miscarriages 
and abortions. Domestic Intelligence Division requested 
no explanation from the JFhiladelphia Office^ 



INTER 

T 



Burea u letter to Newark 
I 1 ^ Ss pionaq e Section, pointed 
oTTgent^^Z^ 2/U/S5, fai led to 
questioned abo ut travel to I 

meeting of the I 

ttfg wieotive positions in ol 



mjmwT - 1 , I 

/BS/55, prepared by Supervisor ]_ 



out to Newark 
reflect that 



that report 
subject was 



tm/e 



\acquair 



J 



hether 

ntanoes V/^ 
Bureau CO m^unica/^^ 
be sorreotedm \rX 



sought ^eourity^type \ 

tton also instructed that a garbled sente 

No explanation was requested from the Newark Office; Newark 

submitted 9 revised pages on 2/4/55, without explanation. 

It was subsequently necessary to instruct Newark to make 

additional corrections and no explanations were requested 

in thi^ in^^t€tnae* The^^e w^r^^ substanttt^^^ me<^h:n^-^sen', 






^M-' 



So [ 



4. [ 



5-[ 



6. 



■> . IJITEBNAL SECURITY - C 




Bureau l0'ki0r 1/S8/SS referred to incompJMte deounentaiion 
of report of SU Troy F* Wilder, San Francieoo, l/c/SS. Said 
letter requested San Francisco to expedite correetion so that 
report oould be disseminated. The incomplete documentation 
was due to stenographic and relief supervisory failures. 
It caused undue expense and unnecessary correspondence 



I INTERNAL 3SGUBITT - M 
Bu reau letter 1/31/55 . called attention to 



SAl 



report of 
Milwaukee, 1/20/55. which indicated 
under name of[_ 



1 



subject was living 

The Bureau letter instructed Milwaukee that said name be 
included in the title of the next report. Milwaukee letter 
2/11/55, advised that SA l I reDor t of l/80/S5. was 

in error J that the name should have been \ \ 

and amended pages u^re attached correcting same. No 
explanation ef personnel responsible was submitted although 
additidnal expense and unnecessary correspondence were required 



if I 



V. 



INTRRML 
1/21/55. 



sscuRirr - r 

to Milwaukee 



1 



Bureau letter _, _, 

another report of Sa[ 

failed to indicate whether 
as to whether the names of 

we re known to him^ a s requested in New York report of 

' ' J>/3/5. 



called attention to 
dated 1/1 2/55. which 

\ was Questiom 



J and [ 



3 A I 

transmitted 



questioned 
nothing to 
although additional 
were required^ 



] 12/21/54. Milwaukee l etter 

a corrected page to show that 
but advised said names are not 
him. No explanation of personnel 

expense and unnecessary correspondence 



55 
was so 
familiar and mean 
mas submitted 



I SSCmiTr M^TTE^ S 
Detroit routing slip 2/ 15/55 furnished Burea u with amended 
pages of report ofSA l [ Detroit, 12/13/54, 

to provide identity of source for T^9. It does not appear 
that this was an error, but to prewide tkm Bureau with 
documentation not available at the tine taM report was 
submitted. Bureau instructions provide that reports 
are not to be delayed for this purpose. 



7-[ 



I SECURITT MA TZ 



This is similar to casedescribe 



next above ^ 



r^ 



-IS 



$i::n\2- 



feif;;- 






■ '\..¥'. 



rM^ 



lS^\Mm^^^^^^^^^Mi^^^^^^^^ 




Zj^Jtiiijlj-.' iU: ■■ A^* • 



'''^'^i'^^^^'*''^^^''-^'- 



•M: 






h 6 
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9o I L SECURIfT MATITR - C 

Bureau $rr or form roe^ived Neto York 1/20/55 called attention 
to incorroet dates in report of 8A Victor Carelli, Jfew York, 
6/l9/S3^ and New York submitted amended pages by routing 
slip 2/2/55 to clarify samom Mo explanation of responsible 
personnel was submitted although additional expense and 
unnecessary corresponce were required* 



10. [ 



be 

b7C 



12. 



be 

b7C 



11. [ 



[ 3ECUBITY MATTER - C 
Albany letter 2/15/55 enolesed two corrected pages of 
report of SA George P# Simpson, 9/24/54. The corrections 
were required to transfer a twelt^^line paragraph containing 
personal opinions and the reasons why subject was not 
recommended for listing in the Security Index, from the 
details of said report to the administrative page. No 
explanation was provided although additional expense and 
unnecessary correspondence resulted. 



New York routing 
two pages of report 
correction occurred 
to New York 2/4/55, 



"1 SEC URIT Y MATTER ^ C 
slip 2/107S5 transmitted 



amended copies of 
of SA Gerard A. Pondo, 1/26/55. This 
as a result of Bureau error form sent 
to change ^Thompson Hill Olub, 



Communist Political Association, 1938 - i945" to "Thompson 
Hill Branch of Communist Party, 1938 - 1944, and Thompson 
Bill Branch of Communist Political Association, 1944 • 1945.^ 
Said change was required in both synopsis and details. 
No explanation was submitted, although additional expense 
and unnecessary correspondence were involved. 



1 SSCURITY UATTSR ^ C 






Honolulu routing slip 

pages of report of SA 

corrections were requested per Bureau 
because the original report (l) did not 
details date information was obtained from 
Informant r-2 and (2) concluded the details 



2/15/55. submitted three corrected 

J, 1/27/55. These 
error form 2/2/55, 
include in the 
Confidential 
with the 



statement ^^subJectU Security Index card is current. ^^ 
No explanation was submitted despite additional expense 
and unnecessary correspondence required. 




i'.^- -^^- 






m 




Srror9 conoerning Investigative Divi$ion^ It <t to 
h§ noted tha;t in no inetanoee laere ezplanatione requeeted of 
the field ner were reoommendatione ae to adninietrati^e action 
eubmitted* 



INTSMSTATB SSL 



^^MM'e.^ 



'ffT ITPV 



bo 
b7C 



Fugitive matter involving BO individuals. Names listed 
in title fellexoed by word ^FUGITIfSS.^ Bursau requested 
amended page listing ^FUQITIfS^ behind name of each 
subject so no mistake ceuld result. 



"^ 



m^ 



wmsmmmmm 



THEFT OF aOrSRl 



mi} 



uim 



PSOP^TT (SS»651S4l 



Title 0/ report did not include subject's Govern*ent 
eupleyee title; required to ensure proper routing and 
dissemination. 



r 



I COLOR AD07\ 



L Jg^n 



l^M 



AJ- 



:b7c 



CONSPIRACY! ESCAPE AHJ) RESCUE 



1: BANK BOBBEBTt 



' BANK BOBB 



mvestiga-tive report contained incomplete title* Name 
of bank, location and date of robbery omitted by 
stenograpkefi Peer spelling and sentence structure 
in two parole reports • messy typing* Responsible 
stenographer resigned January SB, 19S5* 



'i«. [ 



m^s* m\ 



J 



1 



b6 

hic 



ASCmfAINim FINANCUL RESPONSIBIIITT (93^?9S) 



Field set out lemd to determine whether subject planning 
to handle certain matters with Assistant intited States 
Attorney. Bureau suggested this a matter more properly 
handled by AffSA^ Field corrected lead to indicate 
AUSA being followed^ 






Best Copy Availablev-^c ;,/'''^^*' 




% 



bo ■' 
':b7C 







im^m'^rmmrTmsrmmmj^n: 



'imwTwsmmw^^Fm^mtiSRWim 



inadv^ritntijt inHrekaugMd during dtet^tton* (7«rr«otetf 
ho fUld. 



it. 



%mmwmfUMm^) 



bb 
b7C 



DtiNiiit of inv0$ttgative r§port did not indicate mhere 
^$riBtm inquiry ciaduettfd* C^rmctted pu§09 aubmitt^d 
iBith 0apU0n, 4t ir»rtit»tg> fiattj. tti out* 



19. [ 




iMd!imwmmmsM 



(ae^mmi 






] 



^yflfcgjy ^pgflg 



f-^, 



idtn-kify *t-'l" mtnttontd in dttaila* M^GOvtrt 



\iUi t» 
idtnii/y "T-l" mentto'ntd in dataila^ MsGOtftrad and 
oorr0of«d bn /i9ld.9uptrpi9or, Unnt09t$ary oorrttpondtnoe 
r««ttii«4* 



^«-r 



U. 






« l o ^l 



Stai€tunt <m Xtiat page of rapcr-t regapdtm$^ MnoloauraM 
-#• Bureau* fartinant var^ oni-ttad-giving inoarrao* 



»U 




«^ 



rtaaM* hi 



} 



b7C 



2£. 



C0p$ 4/ report 400ifnat0d i0 JTa^tat Ciiy, v<tk no l^adB, 
JTd i%dt0sition why r^p^rt «o d«iipiidt#4* 



m.Mzmmj 



'^rr^r f^rn to fimld /^^r iKcem.p^l^i''^ c^iar^'^^t^r - ^j/^^v^v^o l^( 







Vj Wi 






'.'■ ^;-^*M> 



\..4 I 






!>^'J 



4 



f 



/ 



A: 



■0x- 






?':V;.:^Sifel^^2^^1. 



■.-■)'>■; ■^ryi^S^'r.ati^ 






Mr. Tolson 



R. T. Harbo 



be 

:b7G 



3-7'55 



[ 



1 



wa. 



INTERNAL SECURITY 
Bufile 100^382326 



- R 



SYMOPSIS 



BACKGROUND: 



Of SAl 



originally 

was inte rv i ewed 

k 



Milwaukee letter 2^^^55 to Bureau and New York 
transmitted corrected copies of Page 1 of report 
I Milwaukee, 1-12^55. Said report 
failed to reflect whether | L who 



b6 
:b7C 



SA \ 

Milwaukee ' 



aha \_ 



bu 



Milwauke e . was questioned concerning I 
' per lead set forth in report 



, . . .of 

i New York, l2^2l^5k. This was called to 
s attention per Bureau letter 1-^21^55 prepared by 
Supervisor J, F. Wacks, Espionage Section, Domestic Intelligence 
Division. Said letter instructed, ^'Advise if such interrogation 
took place and, if so, the results.** 



The CO 
2--3''55 ^oes not 
and i t added to 



rrected page transmitted per 
indicate any recontact of I 
the information ori ainallu 



and mean nothing 
Espionage Sectio 
and was received 
so that the corr 
One copy of the 
Records Administ 
and the correcte 

Attachments 



and 
to him. " 

n 2^7-55. 
in 



Milw aukee letter 
\ was required, 
c -~^ reported, ** The name s 
]are not familiar to I 
Referenced letter was received in 
was initialed by Supervisor Wacks, 
Consolidation Unit of Records Section 2^8-^55 
ected page could be substituted for the original, 
original report had been disseminated to the 
ration Branch of Department of Justice I-IS-^BS 
d page was forwarded there by routing slip 



b6 
b7C 



b6 




Nichols 

Boardman 

Belmont 

Mohr 

Personnel 



Files: 



J. B. Poster 
J. F. Wacks 



J 



CO - SOG Personnel Files: 

3ectioj;^hief William A. Branigan 
In»p^tor C. E. Henrich f^^) 
tssistant Director A. H. Belmont 
SOG Files - Milwaukee Division 

Domestic Intelligence 
Division 



\V 



55 MAR ^2 1955 



GOVERNING INSTRUCTIONS : SAC Letter 5^-23, 5/^/5^, provides ""In the 

future all errors to be corrected in reports 
after they have been forwarded to the Bureau must be submitted by 
cover letter containing an explanation for the error^ together 
with two copies of any corrections to be made on reports previously 
disseminated." Section HA 1 j. Manual of Rules and Regulations^ 
provides^ **Amended pages of reports are to be submitted to the 
Bureau by cover letter. The cover letter must contain an 
explanation for the error^ recommendations for any administrative 
action, if necessary , together with two copies of the amended 
pages of reports. " 

EXPLANATIONS REQUESTED : Bureau letter 2/23/55 *o Milwaukee, copy to 

Mr. Belmont, prepared in connection with a 
survey conducted by Inspector H. C. Van Pelt covering such errors, 
called attention to foregoing instructions and requested field and 
SOG explanations. 



EXPLANATIONS RECEIVED : SA I 1 explained (1) he completely 

covered the New York lead but failed to 
fully dictate the resulPs; (2) Ke did not detect the incomplete 
reporting because he was not available to review same before its 
transmittal to the Bureau, and (3) he prepared the Milwaukee 
letter transmitting the amended pages to the Bureau, not under^ 
standing that above SAC Letter referred to errors of this type^ 



Supervisor Q 
he overlooked the fact 
called for in the lead 
the Milwaukee letter transmitting 
because he did not understand 
errors of this type. 



that SA I 
set out by 



1 



be 



Milwaukee, explained (1) 
'^report omitted information 
New York, and (2) he approved 
the amended pages to the Bureau 
that above SAC Letter referred to 



SAC J' . B. Poster, Milwaukee, advised he made it clear to 
bo th 3A\ I and Supervisor Lovrien that the correction made in 

SA I I report falls within the purview of above SAC Letter, 
and that he impressed upon them the necessity for completeness and 
accuracy in the submission of reports. SAC Poster recommended 
no administrative action be taken. 



h6 



SOG Supervisor Wacks advised (1) the purpose of his 
letter to Milwaukee 2-22-55 was to ascertain whether the New York 
lead was fully covered, and (2) upon receipt of the amended page 
he did not feel the matter waranted administrative action since 
the matter had been called to Milwaukee *s attention, and he did not 
feel further correspondence to secure explanations was necessary. 



^ 2 ^ 



Chief W. A, Branigan, Espionage Section, Domestic Intel^ 
ligence Division, stated the field should have followed governing 
instructions. He recommended no administrative action against 
Supervisor Wachs, and Mr. Belmont concurred. 



RECOMMENDATIONS 



(1) SAl 



1 



Milwaukee. . .Recommendation 
being submitted separately covering this and another similar matter^ 



he 



(2) SA l L Milwaukee .. .censure .. .for failure 

to detect and correct error in SA I I report and for failure 
to see to it that governing instructions were followed in the 
submission of the amended page. 



(3) SAC J. B. Poster, Milwaukee •. .Recommendation being 
submitted separately covering this and another similar matter. 



(k) SA J. F. Wacks, Espionage Section, 
failure to request explanations from Milwaukee 



censure. . .for 



(5) Chief if. A. Branigan, Espionage Section. . .Recommenda- 
tion being submitted separately covering this and other similar 
matters. 
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(6) Inspector C. E. Henrich, Domestic Intelligence 
Division. . .Recommendation being submitted separately covering 
this and other similar matters. 



(7) Assistant Director A. H, Belmont, Domestic Intelligence 
Division. . *no action. . An view of his being recommended separately 
for censure for this and other similar matters. 



PERMANENT BRIEFS OF SAs RQ^EWRS^, LOVRIEN, AND WACKS, AND 5Ag,.H0»gai 
ARE ATTACHED. 

DETAILS 
Not reported herein in view of being fully covered in 
synopsis and in the investigative file. 



- U - 



Mro Tolscn 
E» To Harbo 



3/9/55 



b6 
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[ 



"I wa so 



] 



SECURITY MATTES - C 



SYNOPSIS 



/•) . // H- . i 



BACKGROUND: 



________ New York, by routing slip 2/10/55* transmitted amended 

pages 1 and )\ for the report of SA Gerard Ao Pondo, 
entitled as above, and dated 1/26/55 at New Yorko This report 
contained the statement that subject was a member of the Thompson 
Hill Club, Communist Party, from 19 38 to 19ii5. For m 0-1? dated 



iiD< 



requested the 



2/l|/555 prepared by SOG Supervisor 

period of 1938 to 1911-5 be broken doim to show membership in 
Commxinist Party and Communist Political Associationo This was done 
by above amended pages which were transmitted to the Bureau by 
routing slip containing no explanation for the error and no 
recommendations for administrative actiono This routing slip with 
amended pages was received in the D omestic Intelligence Division 
2/lif/55 and forwarded by Supervisor J | to Consolidation Unit, 
Records Section, by routing slip 2/lb/i?i> checked "note and returno" 



b6 



GOVEHNING INSTSUCTIONSJ 



SAC Letter 5i|.-23^ S/k/%9 provides "In the 

future all errors to be corrected in reports 
after they have been forwarded to the Bureau must be submitted by 
cover letter containing an explanation for the error, together 
with two copies of any corrections to be made on reports previously 
dlssemlnatedo" Section ii-A 1 j. Manual of Rules and Regulations, 
provides, "Amended pages of reports are to be submitted to the 
Bureau by cover letter^ The cover letter must contain an 
explanation for the error, recommendations for any administrative 
action, if necessary, together with two copies of the amended 
pages of reports o" 

EXPLANATIONS BEQUESTED s Bureau letter 2/23/55 tp New York, copy to 

Mro Belmont, prepared in connection with a 
survey conducted by Inspector Ho Co Van Pelt covering such errors, / 
called attention to foregoing instructions and requested field and/ 
SOG explanations o 

Attachments 
cc - Mrc Boardman 
MTo Belmont 
Mro Mohr 

SOG Personnel Piles; 
SA Gerard Ao Pojido 
SA Francis Jo Sandin 
JEM: 31a 
(17) 



/ 



/■ 



cc - SOG Personnel Piles: 
SA C Jo Jo Kelly 
SA 



■bo 



%'^fmn 






SeCo UJiier Po Jo Baxamgardner 
Inspector Vo Po Keay 
Assto Diro Ao Ho Belmoni 
SOG Piles « New York Division 

Domestic Intelligence DiVo 



EXPLANATIONS HECEIVED : SAC Kelly, New York, advised Bureau's 

request on Form 0-17 , 2/i|./55> was 
complied witho Amended pages were prepared by SA Pondo, approved 
by Supervisor Po Jo Sandin and submitted to the Bureau by routing 
slipo SA Pondo advised he reported the information as it had been 
given by the informant in 19l4.5c Supervisor Sandin explained he 
felt the amended pages were being submitted for clarification 
rather than because of an error and, therefore, submitted pages 
by routing slip without letter since no recommendation for 
administrative action was contemplated* 

SAC Kelly advised both SA Pondo and Supervisor Sandin 
have been cautioned to use more care in the future to be certain 
that accurate reporting is done and that he has placed a copy of 
his letter of explanation of 2/28/55, In the personnel folders 
03 SAs Pondo and Sandin o SAC Kelly recommends no further 
administrative actiono 



SOG Supervisor ] [ advised that his first 

consideration was for the accuracy of Bureau records and that upon 
receipt of amended pages he sent them to Consolidation Unit for 
insertion in the Bureau files and that he would have handled the 
question of a letter requesting explanation from the field on return 
of amended pages from Consolidation Unito Section Chief Po Jo 
Baumgardner and Assistant Director Belmont concurred and 
recommended no administrative action. 

CONCLUSION S SA Pondo«s report of 1/26/55 reflects an informant 

reported subject to be a member of the Thompson Hill 
Clubo Communist Party, 1938--i4-5p per informant's report S/Z^/h^S 
(T-9)o Amended page 4* as submitted by NYC, reflects T*9 advised 
subject a member of Thompson Hill Branch, Communist political 
Association, in 19i|4 and to February, 191+5^ and that subject 
was a member of Thompson Hill Branchy, Communist Party, 1938 
to 19144 « 

In Hew York letter 2/28/55 j SA Pondo explained he 
originally reported the infoiroation as It had been given by 
informant in 19i).5o Thusp amended page l\. must necessarily be 
erroneous inasmuch as there is no Indication that the informant 
was reinterviewed in the interimo Actually, the Communist 
Political Association replaced the Communist Party from 
May, V^kht to July, 19l4-5» SA Pondo, in submitting original report, 
should have clearly shown that Communist Party had disbanded in 
favor of Communist Political Association from May, V^\\k> to 
July, 19if5o 
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Supervisor [ 



L New York, telephonlcally 
advised J^/l/SS that New York will submit letter correcting the 
above situation* Po Jo Baumgardner, Section Chief, Internal 
Security Section, Domestic Intelligence Division will submit SAC 
Letter pointing out necessity for accurate reporting in this and 
similar situations o 



RECOMMENDATIONS 

(1) SA Gerard A* Pondo, New Yorko o * ecensure* • • ofor 
not questioning and clarifying the information attributed to 
T-9 and submitting an accurate report initiallyo 



(2) SA Francis Jo Sandin, New Yorko o o ocensureo o o aas 
supervisor he should have detected and corrected the manner in which 
SA Pondo reported the information relative to subject having 
been a member of Thompson Hill Club, Communist Party, 1938-45 o 



(3) SAC Jo Jo Kelly,, New Yorko o oRecommendat ion being 
submitted separately covering lii a over-all responsibility in this 
and other similar matters o 



be 



(I|.) Supervisor 



3,0 ooEecommendation being 



submitted separately covering this and other similar matters* 



(5) Chief Po Jo Bauragardner, Internal Security Section 
Becommendatlon being submitted separately covering this and other 
similar matters «, 



e « o 



(6) Inspector Vo Po Keay, Domestic Intelligence Division^ 
Recommendation being submitted 'separately covering this and other 
similar matters o 



(7) Assistant Director Ao H«^ Belmont , Dome3tic Intelligence 
Divisiono oo oNo actiono o o dn view of his being previously censured 
for this and other similar matterso 



PERMANENT BRIEFS OP SAs PONDO AND SANDIN ARE ATTACHEDo 

DETAILS 

Not repeated herein in view of being fully covered in 
synopsis and in the investigative file* 
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STANDARD FORM NO. 64 






Office Memorandum 



UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 



TO 



DATE: 



Uro To Is on 



bo 
blC 



3/10/55 



FROM : 

5o Te Bar bo 



SUBJECT; 

, r 



1 



maso 
SECURITT MATTER - C 
Bufile 100'3620m 



SYNOPSIS 



BACKGROUND t Bureau directed an error form (O-l?) prepared by SOG 

Supervisor Kirby Ao Vosburgh, Internal Security Section, 
Domestic Intelligence Division, to Honolulu 2/8/55 requesting correction 
<>f PP'Q^ 3 of report of SA Leo So Brenneisen dated l/27/S5 at Honolulu^ 
By routing slip (FD^4) 2/15/55 Honolulu submitted amended pages to 
above reports Page 3 of details originally reflected Subject ^s 
Security Index Card was currents No explanation for the error was 
requested on Form 0--17 and no explcnation for the error or recommendations] 
were submitted with amended pages from Honolulu 2/15/55^ Date stamp 
reflects amended pages received at Bureau s/ld/SS^ Supervisor Vosburgh 
advised whenhe received amended pages 2/23/55 the file was attached and 
Training & Inspection Division had already taken required action by 
writing Honoluluc 

aOVERNINa INSTRUCTION S s SAC Letter 54-23, 5/4/54 f provides ^^In the 

"' future all errors to be corrected in reports 

after they hQve been forwarded to the Bureau must be submitted by cover 
letter containing an explanation for the error, together with two 
copies of any corrections to be made on reports previously disseminatedo 
Section 4A 1 J, Manual of Rules and Regulations^ provides, "Amended 
pages of reports are to be submitted to the Bureau by cover letter^ 
The cover letter must contain an explanation for the error, recommenda-- 



tions for 
copies of 



any administrative action, if necessary, together with two 
the amended pages of reportso^* 



Attachments 

CO - ITro Boardman 
Mra Belmont 
Mro Mohr 



cc - 






Ta Personnel Files: 

SA Leo So Brenneisen 

SAC Jo Ho Williams 

SA Kirby Ao Vosburgh 

Section Chief Fo Jo Baumgardner 

In^^pff^or Vo Po Keay fj 

yissistant Director Ao Ho Belmont 
SOG Files - Honolulu Division 

Domo Intelo Division 



JEM:cs 
(16) 




HTf- -^^ 



v; :jt.ji!^^ij^itej^iiua»^ jfej-^^^'j^ 



• 



EX PLANATIONS REQUESTED ^ Bureau letter to Honolulu 2/83/55, copy to 

Mro Belmont, prepared in connection with a 
survey conducted by Inspector ffo Co Van Pelt covering such errors, '^^ 
called attention to foregoing instructions and requested field and 
SOG explanations o 

EXPLANATIONS RECEIJED : Memorandum from SAC, Honolulu, 3/1/55 st ates.* 

Examination of notebook of Stenographer 

reflects statement ^^Subject 's Security Index Card is current^' 

appears after last part of details but apparently SA Brenneisen did 
not sufficiently instruct the stenographer that this sentence was to 
be included on administrative pageo SA Brenneisen, dictating Agent, 
had not reviewed report after transcription^ SAC Williams explains 
that through inadvertence he failed to detect error on page 3 and mith 
reference to submission of amended pages by routing slip, SAC Williams 
advised Honolulu Office has been erroneously submitting amended pages 
to reports by routing slip where report was not disseminated locallyo 
He added that this erroneous practice has been stopped and all employees 
have been cautioned to exercise care in dictation and transcription 
of reportSp He recommends no administrative action^ 

SOO Supervisor Vosburgh explained he did not receive amended 
pages until after Training & Inspection Division had taken necessary 
action by writing Honolulu and he therefore had no opportunity to take 
required action in this instanceo 

CONCLUSION : 

The investigation does not appear to have been jeopardised^ 
however, the errors in question have caused added expense and unnecessary 
correspondenceo 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

1 6 SA Leo 5'» Brenneisen, Honolulu o <> o Censure o o o for 
failure to adequately instruct the stenographer that the sentence 
^'Subject ^s Security Index Card is current'* should appear on the 
administrative pages c 



2o SAC John Ho Williams, Honolulu * o o Censure o o 
failure to detect and correct error in instant report prior to 
approving it at Honolulu and for failure to follow existing Bureau 
instructions relative to submission of amended pageso 



for 



• 5 - 



3c SOG Supervisor Kirby A^ Vosburgh^ Internal Security Section, 
Domestic Intelligence Division o o o Censure o «> o Although he 
recognised weaknesses in this case by Honolulu Office, failed to 
request explanations and recommendations from Honolulu personnel at 
time of requesting corrected pages^ 



4« Section Chief Fo Jo Baumgardner, Internal Security Section, 
Domestic Intelligence Division o « o recommendation being submitted 
separately regarding this and similar matters^ 



5c Inspector Vo ?« Keay, Domestic Intelligence Division o 
recommendation being submitted separately covering this and other 
similar matterso 



60 Assistant Director Ao Ho Belmont, Domestic Intelligence 
Division o o o no action c o o in view of his being recommended 
separately for censure for this and other similar matters^ 



PERMANENT BRIEFS OF SAS BRENNEISEN, VOSBURGH AND SAC WILLIAMS ATTACHED. 

DETAILS 

Not repeated herein in view of being fully covered in 
Synopsis and in the investigative file^ 
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Mr* Tolson 
Ro T. Harbo 
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3M/55 



[ 



] 



SECUfilTY MATTER - C 
Bufile 100-ij.l221ij. 



SYNOPSIS 



be 

;b7C 



BACKGROOItD ; Albany, by memorandum 2/15/55,* voluntarily submitted amended 

pages 2 and 3 to report of SA George Po Simpson, 9/2h^/Sk9 
which report contained the following administrative data in the last 
paragraph of details: 

"During the interview of the subject on September 16, 
195i<.* she attempted to give the Interviewing agents the impression 
that she had no knowledge of Communism in general, however, her 
attitude was antagonistic, defensive, and she appeared to want to 
give the impression of being more ignorant and lacking of intelligence 
than she probably iso It is felt that further interview of the 
subject is not warra nted i n view of the obvious uncooperative 
attitude dl splayed o I l is not recommended for the Security Index 
at this time since her known acti vities have been limited to the 
I I and she is ipiot employed in a critical 

or national defense capacity*" 

This error was not called to attention of Albany Office by 
SOG but notation placed on original copy of report in Bureau file 
by SOG Supervisor Bobert L* Van Wagoner, Internal Security Section, 
Domestic Intelligence Divisipn, when report received at Bureau, 
^hat report contained administrative information and should not be 
^ttsseminated in future o Albany memorandum of 2/15/55 does not 
Contain explanations or recommendations as to the error in above 
Report o This memorandum received Internal Security Seption, 
^Domestic Intelligence Division, 2/17/55* and sent to Consolidation 
^TJnitp Records Section, on routing slip by SA Van Wagoner on same date 
"^^or recording, correction and return* 



^Attachments 

cc - Mro Boardman 
p Mro Belmont 
t3 Mr* Mohr 
^i SOG Personnel Piles: 

Stenographer [_ 



cc • 



SA George P» Simpson 
SAI I 



^EM: 
(19) 



jla 



55MAR291955 



■bb 



SOG Personnel Piles: 
AS AC Joe Do Jamie son 
SAC Edward Ao Soucy 
SA Robert Lo Van Wagoner 
Section Chief Fo Jd Baumgarjj^er 
. IiiS£fljc4r«r-¥r P* Keay /^/ 

fslstant Director Ao H. Belmont 
SOG Piles - Albany Division 

Domestic Intelligence Dlv. 



1^ ^''' 



G0VERWING INSTBUCTIONS s SAC Letter 5il.«>23* 5A/51|-p provides "In the 

future all Errors to be corrected in reports 
after thej have been forwarded to the Bureau must be submitted by 
cover litter containing an explanation for the error^ together 
with two copies of any corrections to be made on reports previously 
dlsseminatedo" Section ii.A 1 jp Manual of Rules and Regulations 5, 
provides, "Amended pages of reports are to be submitted to the 
Bureau by cover C^itter^ The cover letter iiiust contai% .^jan 
explanation for the error, recommendations for any a^l|ai strati ve 
action. If necessary, together with two copies of th* H&nded 
pages of reports*" ' 

EXPLAKATIONS REgPESTED s Bureau letter 2/23/55 to Albany^ copy to 

Mr<, Belmont, prepared in connectlon-iwlth 4 
survey conducted by Inspector Ho C* Van Pelt covering such errors, 
called attention to foregoing instructions and requested field and 
SOG explanations c 

EXPLANATIONS RECEIVED ? SA George P» Simpson, Albany (Resident Agent, 

Syracuse, New York), stated he submitted a 
typed rough draft of a report on subject 9/l6/5i|.; that it contained 
an administrative page because he had expressed some personal opinions 
concArning the subject «s attitude during the course of an Interviewo 
SA Simpson did not review the report of 9/2if/5i^ before it was submitted 
to Bureau* SA Simpson, upon |;eceiving case file 2/l0/55p noted report 

; of 9/2i^/51|^ contained administrative data in details and dictated 

\ corrected pages 2/11/55 hut due to urgency to catch train and return 
to Resident Agency, requested stenographer to prepare transmittal 
memoran dum for amended pages* Former Field Supervisor ! I 

I L Albany, explained he had no recollection of seeing a rough ^^ 
draft report in this ca se or signing report of 9/2lj./54o SAC_Soucy, 

, AlHiiiy , advised [ | did approve report in question* SA I \ 
a^ialned he had instructed SA Simpson to pr epare am ended pages 
JUtd appropriate cover letter on 2/11/55 • SA I j then supervisor, 
Albany Office, approved Albany If tter transmitting amended pages 
without explanations and recoitiraeipdations 2/15/55* He states 
explanations and recommendations' ^ould have been Includedo 

Stenographer ! | has no recollection as to be 

whether she typed report of 9/2i|./54 from rough draft or dictation 
and whether SASirr5>s on in any way indicated th# last paragraph of 
details should have been placed on adminlstraiiye l^age* 

Albqpiy letter of explanation 3/1/55 was prepared and approved 
by ASAC Jamiason^ additional explanations and recommendations were 
submitted by teletype at Bureau request 3/9/55« SAC Albany recommends 
(1) censure for SA Simpson for failure to comply with existing Bureau 
ins|;iiict|pns in preparation of a report, {2) censure for former 
Supfrviadt* Joslln for fallui^e to comply with Bureau instifuctlons Xxl. 
SAC Letter 5l|.-23, and fojP approving report of SA Simpson 9/2l^^ Which 
was not in conformance \*lth Bureau instructions on report writing. 
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(3) censure for ASAC Jamleson for submitting an incomplete memorandTam 
of explanation and recommendations as to SA Joslin on 3/l/55> and (k) 
SACf Alb any J recommends no administrative action for Stenographer ] | 
I H since it cannot positively be determined whether report was typed 
from rough draft or dictation and whether proper instructions were 
given her relative to the administrative data which appeared in last 
paragraph of details* 

SOG Supervisor Van Wagoner, Internal Security Section^ 
Domestic Intelligence Divisiomi> explained that in September^ 1951l-p 
he noted the error in the report in question but corrected pages 
were not requested since no dissemination was necessary s the 
investigation had been carried to a point there further investigation 
was not warranted and the case was being closede He further explained 
that he placed a notation on page 1 of SA Simpson's report «hen it 
was received at Bureau to the effect that this report should not 
be disseminated in the future© 

SA Van Wagoner explained further that upon receipt of 
amended pages at Bureau he immediately sent them to Coijsolidation 
Unitp Records Sebtionj, to record^ correct and return in order 
to comply with Bureau instructions that all mail be recorded as 
soon as possible upon receipt at Bureau, but that he Intended to 
request explanations and recommendations vhen the tended pages 
were returned to him* 

Section Chief Po Jo Baumgardner and Ai&Sistant -Ijirecto 
Belmont 5> Domestic Intelligence Divisions^ recomiaend censure for 
SA Van Wagoner for failure to follow existing Bureau instructions 
after having noted error in report of SA Simpson 9/2i|./5i}.« 

COKCLUSIdN ; The investigation has not been Jeopardizedp nevertheless 

the Albany errors caused undue expense and correspondenceo 
It does not appear from information available that it can be clearly 
resolved as to wjiether SA Simpson or Stenographer Distell was 
responsible for the improper preparation of the original report^ he 
however p SA I ~l was in error in having approved this report^ 
and for having approved the Incomplete memorandum dated 2/l5/5^ 
submitting the ^mended pages o ASAC Jamieson is responsible for having 
siubmitted an incomplete memorandum of explanation 3/l/55s) and " 
SA Van Wagoner is responsible for failure to take appropriate action 
upon detection of error in SA Simpson^ s report of 9/2k,/Bk'0 
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(1) Stenographer I L AlbanyooooNo administrative 

actionoo o oNo definite determination can be made at this time as 
to whether she was given proper instructions concerning the last 
paragraph of the details of the report of SA Simpson^, 9/2ij./55, which 
contained administrative data* 



■bo 

(2) SA George P* Simpson, Albany (Resident Agents, 
Syracuse, New York) o o o ocensureo o o ofor failure to provide cover 
memorandum in accordance with existing Bureau rules in submitting 
amended pages 2/l5/55o Responsibility for error in report 9/2l4./5i^ 
cannot be clearly fi xed on SA Simpson since it cannot be determined 
whether Stenographer | ] prepared report from rough draft 
or dictationo 



be 



I Albany o p o o censure 



O O <f o 



(3) Former Supervisor ! 
for failure to detect and correct error in report of SA*^ Simpson^ 9/2l\,/5k$ 
and for approving memorandum 2/1B/B5 submitting amended pages ^j which 
memorandum did not comply with existing Bureau instructions o 



ik) ASAC Joe Do Jamieson, Albany^ o o ocensureo o o ofor failure 
to clearly identify supervisory official who approved SA Simpson^ s 
report of 9/2l\,/Sk and failure to include recommendations for 
administrative action as to the supervisor who approved the report 
9/2k/Bk in Albany letter of explanation 3/1/55- 



(5) SAC Edward A. Soucy, Albany,, 
in the functioning of the Albany Office • 



, censure ( 



>for weaknesses 



«=» l\. 



(6) SOG Supervisor Robert L. Van Wagoner, Internal Security 
Section, Domestic Intelligence Division, o o ocensureo * o ofor failure 
to request corrected pages, explanations and reccinmendations from 
Albany Office after detecting error in SA Simpson* s report 9/2ij./5i<.o 



(7) Chief Pq J. Bavungardner, Internal Security Section, 
Domestic Intelligence Dlvisiono o * oiRecommendation being submitted separately 
covering this and other similar matterso 



(8) Inspector V» Po Keay, Domestic Intelligence Divisionc 
Becoramendation being submitted' separately covering this and other 
similar matters o 



(9) Assistant Director Ao Ho Belmont^ Domestic Intelligence 
Divisiono o o oNo action* o o oin view of his being previously censured 
for this and other similar matters* 



be 



PERMANENT BRIEFS OP SAs SIMPSON, I L VAN WAGONER; ASAC JAMIESON 
AND SAC SOUCy ARE ATTACHED HERETO o 

DETAILS 

Not repeated herein in view of being fully covered in 
synopsis and in the investigative file© 
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Mr* Tola on 



■bo 
:b7C 



3/23/55 



R» T. Harbo 



[ 



SECURITT MATTER - C 
Bufile 100-i|.02769 



l^SiS 



SYNOPSIS 



BACKGROUND ; Sujmuary report of SA Victor Carrelli, New York^^ 

6/19/53* with copy designated for the Immigration 
and Naturalization Service, New York, set forth the following 
Information in page 2^ paragraph 3j under caption of ''Marital 
Status": 

"The records of Confidential Informant T«2, of known 
reliability, an agency which m aintains backgrou nd information he 
on individuals, reflected that | [ was married at b7c 

DanburV fl Connecticut ^ o n May 3$ 19lt.lo The records listed his 
wife asF land further reflected that in IQk2 

I [ and that 

he had contributed to the support of | | and his wife 

since 1932<." (No explanation was Include d reconciling; marriage in 



V 19it.l with contributing to support of wife | [ since 

, ^ 1932* ) Informant page identified T--2 as ^^beiective service 
\ Records « 1914-2 registration of subject *s husbando" 

New York letter to Bureau 2/ii/5 5 advised that 0-1? 
"^ (Error Form) received from Bureau 1/20/55 instructed that on 

page 2, paragraph 3* line 8, of referenced report, "1932" 
>^ was being changed to "1914-2" and that New York Office should 
^'^^N^ change its copies* Said New York letter pointed out that 

"1932" is correct date and that an amended page 2 was being 

submitted to clarify wording of paragraph 3* 



X 



d 

^ 






Attachments 
cc <- Mr* Boardman 
Mro Belmont 
Mr* Mohr 
Mr. Nichols 
SOG Personnel Piles: 
SA Victor Carrelli 
SA, 

sa| 

SA 
SAC 



SOG Personnel Piles* 

ASAC Ao Jo Marchessault 
AS AC D« E» Moore 
SAC Ja Jo Kelly 
SA Vtfilliam Johns on 
SA 



bo 



HVPrjla 
(2k) 



J 



Section cnief Po J« Baumigardner 
] Ins^fiixtor Vo P* Keay (y 

LfctfSistant Diro A. Ho Belmont 
SOG Piles - New York Division 

Domestic Intelligence Divo 



58 APR 15 1955 



J, SOT w«*»av'^' 



New York routing slip to Bureau 2/2/55 transmitted 
said amended page. Paragraph in question was changed therein 
to read: 

"The records of T-2, another governm ent agency that 
maintains personnel type records, reflect that | "I 

was marri ed at Danbury, Connecticut , on May 3« 19ii,l to | | 
land further reflected that] I was 



1 



the 

and that 



bVC 



l^& R&d 66ftT;yiPUt6d ta th6 support of | | 

I I since 19 "^2. These records do not reriect the maiden name 
ofl 1^ nor do they disclose the identity of 



1" 



GOVERNING INSTRUCTIONS : SAC Letter 54-23, 5/k/^k, provides "In the 

future all errors to be corrected in reports 
after they have been forwarded to the Bureau must be submitted 
by cover letter containing an explanation for the error, together 
with two copies of any corrections to be made on reports 
previously disseminated." Section ij.A 1 j. Manual of Rules and 
fiegulations, provides, "Amended pages of reports are to be 
submitted to the Bureau by cover letter. The cover letter 
must contain an explanation for the error, recommendations 
for any administrative action, if necessary, together with 
two copies of the amended pages of reports •" 

EXPLANATIONS REQUESTED : Bureau letter 2/23/^5, to New York, 

copy to Mr. Belmont, prepared in 
connection with a survey conducted by Inspector H» C# Van Pelt 
covering such errors, called attention to foregoing instructions 
and requested field and SOG explanations. 

FIELD EXPLANATIONS : ASAC D. E. Moore, New York, telephonically 

informed Inspector Van Pelt 3/10/55 that; 
SA Carrelll explained his report of 6/19/53 was originally 
written to convey thought that subject "in 19^4-2" had a daughter 
whom he had been supporting since 1932 • iftien he proofread 
said report, it seemed to convey that idea. SA Carrelli now 
feels it could be misinterpreted, and should have been 
originally worded so there could be no doubt as to its meaning. 
He regrets it happened and will insure that his reports in 
future measure up to Bureau standards as to clarity and 
accuracy. ^^ 

ASAC Mo ore also informed I nspector Van Pelt that: 
Belief Supervisor ] ] who approved Agent Carrelli «s 

report 6/l9/53> explained he thought its phraseology was clear 
at the time, but upon further review of said report, he now feels 
paragraph in question was not clearly expressed and could be 
misinterpreted. 
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ASAC Moore further in formed Inspector Van Pelt 3/11/55 
thatg SA I 1 prepared New York^s memorandiim 

to Bureau Z/\\,/S5 advising that "1932" is correct date for 
page 2, paragraph 3, line 8, of SA Carrelli»s report and that be 
amended page ^as bein^ suhmitted o Said m emorandum was approved 
by Siipervisor l I Both SA I ~l and 

Supervisor Bennett stated they thought explanation that "1932 
is the correct date" and that "New York is submitting amended 
page 2 to clarify the wording of page 2" was sufficient* 

New York letter 2/28/55 advised that (1) inasmuch 
as "1932" is the correct date. New York had not made change b6 
to "19I4.2" in SA Carrelli^s report^, as instructed per 0»17 
Form received from Bureau l/20/55l (2) paragraph was rewritten 
to clearly reflect that "1932" is the correct date so there 
could be no question about itj and (3) since there was no 
error involved in said report, no administrative act ion was 
recomme ndedo Said letter was prepared by Supervisor ] | 

ASAC Moore advised Inspector Van Pelt 3/11/55 that 
instant letter was approved by ASAC A« J* Marchessault^ after 
confering with him (ASAC Moore) and JlCS . J. Kelly., ASAC Moore 
explained that he and Supervisor ! 1^ ASAC Marchessault 
and SAC Kelly each felt at the time that sufficient explanation 
had been provided^ but in their subsequent analysis of the matter 
they felt that further explanation should be furnished B;ireau.^^ 

STATUS OP SQG FILE g Bureau file contains only 1 cut of 5 copies 

of SA Carrelli^s report designated for 
SOOp and flecords Section has been unable to locate the ij. missing 
copieso Pile does not reflect any disposition of said 4 copies, 
including the original c. The latter is the one usually bearing 
the time and routing stamps and initials reflecting handling 
and approval for filing* Because copies of subsequent investigative 
reports received show that copies of these latter reports were 
disseminated to the Immigration and Naturalization Service and 
to Records Administration Branch of the Department of Justice^ 
it appears likely^ that copies of SA Carrelli^s original report 
of 6/19/53 were similarly disseminated, SOG file does 
not reflect sending of afore-mentioned O-I7 Form Instructing 
New York to change date in question from "1932" to "191^-2." 
However^, said change has been made in ink, uninitialed and 
undated, on file copy of SA Carrelli's report. 
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^This was also confirmed by ASAC Marchessault. 



bo 



SOa EXPLANATIONS § 



Supervlao H 1 Internal Security 

Section, advised (1) he has no independent 
recollection of approving SA Carrelli's report of 6/19/53* but 
feels he must have approved same for filing because it was he who 
approved New York's accompanying memorandum 6/19/53 recommending 
that subject be listed in Security Index; (2) he did not change 
the date on the file copy of said report; (3) he did not send the 
error form received New York 1/20/55* being on leave I/I4.-2I4./551 
(i^.) he approved New York's letter 2/4/55 indicating that "1932" 
is correct date and that amended page would be submitted; (5) 
he did not see New York^s routing slip 2/2/S$ which transmitted 
the amended page (said routing slip and amended page do not 
reflect receipt in Domestic Intelligence Division); and (6) he 
has no knowledge as to the missing copies of Agent Carrelli^s 
report c 



J, Intern al Security Section^ 

J work while 



Supervisor ^ ^ 

advised (1) he handled some of Supervisor [ 

the latter was on leave in January^ 1955 J (2) he recalled 
observing the questionable phraseology in Agent Carrelli^s report 
and said that his change of the date from "1932" to "19i|.2" 
seemed proper at the time because of the indication that subject 
was married 5/3/i+lj (3) he now recognizes he should have requested 
New York to clarify the matter instead of assuming that "19i|.2" 
was the correct date and instructing New York to change its 
copies; (i;) he feels that the original of SA Carrelli^s report 
was in file at the time and that he made an endorsement on same 
to indicate that he sent the error form to New York; and (5) he 
has no knowledge as to the present whereabouts of the original 
and other copSesof said report ^^ other than the one in file and the 
two copies apparently disseminated. 

Sup,, Jo Wci Marshall of the Records Section advised that 
(1) a thorough search has been made to account for the original 
and other missing copy of SA Carrelli^s report, but with negative 
results 5^ (2) said search is continuing««f- 

CONCLUSION S That (1) SA Carrelli is derelict for not clearly 

describing Samuel Friedman's marital status In his 
report of 6/19/53; (2) Relief Supervisor I L New Yorkp 
should have detected and corrected same; (3) SOG Supervisor 
Johnson should have requested New York to clarify its reporting 
and to fix res ponsibil ity for the weaknesses therein; {\\.) 



be 



SOG Supervisor \ \ was in error in assuming "1932" was an 

incorrect date and changing same^ but should have requested 
New Yo rk to cla rify same and fix respo nsibility for the weaknesses; 
(5) SA I I and Supervisor j j both New York, are negligent 
for failure to follow existing instructions governing submission 

■JS-Secto Chief fe* G* Eames and Supo in Chge# P« Wo Waikart confirmed 
sameo 



of amended pages; (6) Supervisor 



ASACs Harchessault and 



D. E. Moore, and SAC Kelly, all New York, are negligent for 
advising Bureau 2/2&/S5 there was no error in SA Carrelli^s 
report, in view of the fact it was necessary to completely rephrase 
the paragraph in question; and (7) It does not appear that 
responsibility for the missing copies of SA Carrelli*s report can 
be definitely resolved at this time, be cause sa id copies were 
purportedly in file when SOG Supervisor ] ~[ sent the error 
form received at New York 1/20/55; Recoi?ds Section is continuing 
search. 



he 



RECOMMENDATIONS 

(1) SA Victor Carrelli, New York. •♦•censure.. . .for 
lack of clarity in his report 6/19/53* 



(2) SA 



f 



New York. . . . censure. . . .f or 



failure as Relief Supervisor to detect and correct lack of clarity 
in SA Carrelli »s report 6/19/53- 



bo 



] Internal Security 



(3) SOG Supervisor 
Section.*. *. censure, o . of or failure to detect and correct lack 
of clarity in report of SA Carrelli 6/19/53* (He feels he 
must have approved said report for filing because he approved 
New York^s accompanying memorandum 6/19/53 recommending that 
subject be listed in Security Index,) 



be 



(k) SOG Supervisor 



Internal Security Section 



... .censure. 6.. for erroneously assuming aate of ^*1932" was 
inaccurate and changing Bureau copies and instructing New York 
to correct its copies, rather than requesting New York to clarify 
and fix responsibility. 
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(5) sa[ 



3 New York. .. •censure. •. • 



for failure to follow existing Bureau Instructions' governing 
submission of amended pages in preparation of New York letter 

2A/S5- 



he 



(6) Supervisor 



3 New York. •• .censure* .. • 



for failure to see to It that existing Bureau Instructions 
governing submission of amended pases were followed when he 
approved above New York letter 2/L|-/55» 



be 



New York... .censure.. 

York letter 2/28/55, which 



(7) Supervisor ] 

for failure to see to it that New 

he prepared, contained sufficient explanation and included 
appropriate recommendations covering administrative action. 
Instead of advising Bureau that there was no error Involved. 



(8) ASAC A. J. Marchessault, New York. .. .censure. .. . 
for his approval of above New York letter 2/28/55 • 



(9) ASAC D« E. Moore, New York. .. .censure. .. .for his 
concurrence in the transmittal of above New York letter 2/28/55. 
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(10) SAC J* J. Kelly, New York« •• •Secoinraendation being 
subinitted separately covering his concurrence in the transmittal 
of above New York letter 2/28/55 and for ineffective functioning 
of New York Office in other matters Involving failure to follow 
existing Bureau instructions governing submission of amended 
pages. 



(11) C!hief F. J. Baumgardner, Internal Security Section 
• • . .Eecommendation being submitted separately covering his 
responsibility for ineffective functioning of Internal Security 
Section in this and other related matters. 



(12) Inspector V. P. Keay, Domestic Intelligence Division 

••••Recommendation being submitted separately covering his 

responsibility for ineffective functioning of Internal Security 
Section in this and other related matters. 



(13) Assistant Director A. H. Belmont, Domestic 
Intelligence Division* •• .No actionc.In view of his being 
recommended separately for censure for this and other similar 
matters. 
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(li|.) That Records Section vigorously continue search 
for missing copies of SA Carrelli's report 6/19/53. 



PERMANENT BRIEFS OP SAs CAHRELLI AND STEVENS, RELIEF SUPERVISOR 
WOODWOETH, SUPERVISORS BENNETT AND MILLER, ASACs MARCHESSAULT 
AND Do E. MOORE, SOG SUPERVISORS BAGLEY,* AND JOHNSON ARE 
ATTACHED HERETO. 

ftPermanent brief Supervisor Bagley forwarded to Director separately 
in connection with another personnel action matter. 



- 8 - 



# • 



Mr. Tolson 



3/2i^/S5 



He T. Harbo 



I [ aka 

INTERNAL SECURITY - R 
Bufile 105-29217 



bb 
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SYNOPSIS 



BACKGROUND S Philadelphia letter 1/10/55 to Bureau and Washington 

Field Office tr ansmitted amended copies of pages 
3, 11 and 20 of report of SA I "I Philadelphia, 

\2/yi/S\. These corrections involved following changes in 
phraseology: 



Page 3 " Prom - 



stated that both [ 



] 



definitely prefer to reside in the 
United States rather than in Eussia*" 



be 

b7C 



To 



stated that she definitely 

preferred to. reside in the United States 
rather than in Russia." 



^ 

''"^.*-"-... 



X' 



^f 



Page 11 -Prom ^ "Sha further stated that 



To - "She further stated th at f 

I — ' ^ 



Page 20 - From - "..••records of Confidential Informant T«l»,oc" 

To - "••..records of the Immigration and ^^ 

Naturalization Service at Philadelphiao . o c" 

Said letter contained no explanation covering fore^oi grf^ 
errors. The letter was initialed by Supervisor ! f 

Espionage Section, Domestic Intelligence Division, and r^^ed to 
Consolidation Unit of Records Section so that amencletji^Lges could 
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be substituted in instant report. 

Attachments 
cc - Mr. Boardman 
Mr. Belmont 
Mr . Mohr 
SOG Pftrannnftl Piles ; 

St eno. I 

SA[ 



SAT 



^ 



SOG Personnel Files: 
SA J. J« Meehan 
SA S. B, Donahoe 
SA D. E. Todd 

Sect. Chief W. A. Branigan 
TFC. E. HennricK 
Dir. A. H. Belmont 



In 



rs 



HV 




SA Aioer-D ttunaoaKen 

R 7195ft 



] SA Go H. Scatterday 



SOG Piles - Philadelphia Division 

Domestic Intelligence Dlv. 



.b6 

:b7C 

:b7D 



Bureau letter 1/19/55 to Philadelphia and Washington 
Field Office, prepared by Supervisor I ~| transmi tted 
amended copies of 5 pages of above report of SA I "I These 
corrected pages deleted certain nonpertinent personal 
recriminatory statements from the report so that it could be 
disseminated*, Said d eleted material related nrincinallv to 
personal escapades ofl 



|. No explanation 

was requested of Philadelphia regarding such reporting. Revised 
copies of the report, containing both of the above-mentioned 
sets of corrections, were disseminated 1/17/55 to State Depart- 
ment, Immigration and Naturalization Service and Records 
Administration Branch of Department of Justice* 



GOVERNING INSTHUCTIONSs 



SAC Letter Bk-23, S/k/Sk, provides "In the 
future all errors to be corrected in 



reports after they have been forwarded to the Bureau must be 
submitted by cover letter containing an explanation for the 
error, together with two copies of any corrections to be made 
on reports previously disseminated." Section ij-A 1 j. Manual 
of Rules and Regulations, provides, "Amended pages of reports 
are to be submitted to the Bureau by cover letter. The cover 
letter must contain an explanation for the error i, recommendations 
for any administrative action, if necessary, together with two 
copies of the amended pages of reports." 

EXPLANATIONS REQUESTED g Bureau letter 2/23/55 to Philadelphia, 

copy to Mr. Belmont, prepared in 
connection with a survey conducted by Inspector H. C« Van Pelt 
covering such errors, called attention to foregoing instructions 
and requested field and SOG explanations. 



OTHER HARNESSES NOTED s 



Above Bureau letter l/l 9/55i> prepared 
by Supervisor ! '[ also instructed 
Philadelphia to submit a separate report containing all pertinent 
information relating to l L Such 

action was requested in view of SAl I above-mentioned re port 



be 
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[T f'niiacie ipjiia was instructed to prepare 

~| under the dual character of 

Internal Security - R and Fraud Against Government. No request 
was made therein for Philadelphia to explain its failure to have 
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initially followed this procedure, as set forth in Section 87c, 
3b, Manual of Instructions, which states that one of the primary 
purposes of security investigations is "The determination of 
the identities, whereabouts and activities of individuals who 
have or may be violating laws of the United StateSo>o o " Said 
Bureau letter 1/19/55 prepared by Supervisor P I was 
approved by Supervisor in Ch a^yge^>_ J, M eehan^, Section #1 Man 
S. B. Donahoe, by Supervisory ^ I fpr^ Assist ant Director 
Belmont, by Mr^ Scatterday for Assistant 'mTec 
and by Assistant Director Mohr« 



jctor Boardman 



PI ELD EXPLANATIONS: 



Philad elphia air-tel 3/17/55 advised 
(1) S A I H is a Resident Agent and was 



not at Philade lphia h eadquarters to proofread his 12/31/5il- 
reporti (2) SA l H feels errors in pages 3 and 11 to be 
typographical; ste nographic notes destroyed^ Stenographer 

states it is unlikely that he would have 



transcribed several words not actually dictate d; (3) said 
report was r eviewed and approved by Supervisor ! \ 
I | who changed "Confidential Informant T-1" to 

"Immigration and Naturalization Service at Philadelphia" 
on page 5* feeling it u ndesirable to conceal I&NS as a sourceo 
Supervisor ! "[ failed to similarly change page 20 j 

(i;) upon receiving copy of said report, SA l H noticed the 
errors in pages 3^ H and 20o He prepared rough draft amended 
pages and rough drafted Philadelphia's letter of transmittal 
l/lO/55o He forwarded same to Philadelphia by routing slip 
indicating that corrections were necessary because of 
typographical errors and Inconsistency of the designation 
of I&NSj and (5) Philadelphia letter 1/10/55 was approved by 
Relief Supervisor Albert Rundbaken who felt no explanations 
nor recommendation covering a dministratlve action were necessary* 

Said Philadelphia air-tel pointed out that (1) Section 
87c, Manual of Instructions, was expanded I/II4./55 through 
addition of paragraph 3c covering "Fraud Against Government 
Violations Detected During Security Investigations <^" after 
SAC Letter ^k-lks issued 12/28/514. and received Philadelphia 
12/30/511, reiterated and amplified prior instructions of 
paragraph 3b that the field be alert for Information indicating 
violations of Federal statute s during the course of security 
investigations? (2) SA ! 1 was not cognizant of provisions 
of said SAC Letter or new Section of Manual covering Fraud 
Against Government violations detected duiing security investl- 
gations at time of submission of instant renortg ( '^) the false 
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[ occurred in 1950 5 and may not be 
cognizaDie in tne united States and ma y be barred by Statute 
of Limitations! and (i|.) both SA l I and Supervisor I 



# • 



felt such data related more to possible basis for denial of 
citizenship and deportation than Fraud Against Government • 

A bove-me ntioned Philadelphia air-tel also advised 
that (1) SA l I included in h is report of 12/31/51; the 
information received concerning! , ^ 

I 1 ^ since it pertained 

to moral turpitude of an applic ant for American citizenship j 

and (2) Supervisor ] "I did not delete samej, feeling it 

would be of value to I&NSo 

SAC N. H« McCabe^ Philadelphia, rec ommended (1) no 
administrative action concerning Stenographer! l (2) 
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censure for SAs Price and Kundbaken for failure to follow 
existing Bureau instructions governing submission of amended 
pages; and ( 3) no action was recommended against Supervisor 
I I by SAC McCabe because the SAC felt the Supervisor«s 

failure to change the T-^l designation for I&NS was not 
sufficiently serious* 

EXPLANATIONS OF ESPIONAGE SECTIQH ; Supervisor ! | explained 

he did not request explanations 
from Philadelphia and recommendations covering administrative action 
(1) upon receipt of the three amended pages transmitted per 
Philadelphia letter 1/10/55* because said errors were detected 
and corrected by Philadelphia and were not considered substantive 
to the investigative is sues ^^ (2) upon his detection of the 
nonpertinent recriminatory data furnished by subject against 
the latter 's wife^ and fxirnishlng five corrected pages to 
Philadelphia per Bureau letter 1/19/55 5> because he considered 
this to be a matter of Judgment as to what should be included 
in the report^, and (3) for failiH*e to open a separate case 
and subitdt a separate report covering possible fraud upon 
the part of subject^ s wife, feeling that the instructions 
contained in Bureau letter 1/19/55 to Philadelphia to open 
a separate case and submit a separate report covering the 
activities of subject's wife constituted supervisory guidance 
to assure more effective administration. 

Supervisor in Charge Meehan and Section #1 Man Donahoe 
advised (1 ) they had thoroughly discussed instant case with 



Supervisor ! j before Bureau letter to Philadelphia 1/19/55 
was prepared, and 12) they felt the deletion of the nonpertinent 
recriminatory data and the instruction to open a separate file 
on subject's wife were matters of Judgment rather than error 
upon the part of Philadelphia^ and that they consequently did 
not instruct that explanations be obtainedo 
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be 



Supervisor in Charge F I expl ai ne d (1) he was 
temporarily working In Mr« Belmont's office 1/19/55 and 
approved Bxxreau letter of that date to Philadelphia for 
Mr* Belmonts (2) he observed that five amended pages ^ere 
transmitted to Philadelphia deleting nonpertinent recriminatory 
statements and instructing that a separate case be opened on 
subject's wife J and (3) the report had not been disseminated 
prior to the corrections and he felt the Bureau^ s letter was 
more in the nature of supervisory gui dance <» 

EXPLANATION OF MRo SCATTERDAY ; He stated that (1) he had 

no knowledge of Philadelphia's 

letter 1/10/55 transmitting amended pages to the Bureau; (2) 
he approved Btireau letter 1/19/55 to Philadelphia feeling that 
the deletion of personal recriminatory data involved a matter 
of opinion and did not constitute error by Philadelphia; 
(3) he considered the instruction to Philadelphia to open 
a separate case on subject's wife constituted supervisory 
guidance and did not require explanation from Philadelphia; 
and (i^.) he routed the Bureau letter 1/19/55 to Assistant 
Director Mohr for approval solely because said letter also 
granted authority to Philadelphia to utilize the services of 
a Ukrainian- speaking Agent of the Washington Field Office 
to assist in conducting interviews in the Philadelphia 
territory. 

CONCLUSIONS (1) That SA l b report 12/3l/5i^. was inaccurate 

and improperly included data not pertinent to 
instant investigation^, which should have been set forth in a 
separate report on subject's wife; (2) responsibility for 
the inaccuracies cannot be definitely resolved in view of 
the destruction of the stenographic notes a nd the conflicts 
in the explanations of Stenographer | | and Agent I k 
(3) SA I 1 was derelict through including in instant report 
material which was not pertinent to said investigation and 
should have ca lled Bureau's attention to same separately | 

(i).) Supervisor ! | was at fault for not changing T«l 

to I&NS on page 20 as he did on page 5> for failure to delete 
the material not pertinent to instant investigation and for 
no t calli ng Bureau's attention to same separately; (5) 
SA I n failed to follow existing Bureau instructions in 
the preparation of his rough draft of Philadelphia letter 
1/10/55 transmitting amended pages to the Bureau; (6) 
Relief Supervisor Sundbaken was negligent for not seeing to 
it that said Philadelphia letter to Burea u 1/10/55 contained 
required explanations; (7) SOG Supervisor j " I should have 
instructed Philadelphia in Bureau letter 1/19/53 to submit 
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explanations and recoinmend atlons co vering: administrative action 
for the inaccuracies in SA J I rei3ort> Philadelphia's 
failixre to follow existing Bureau instructions governing 
the submission of amended pages, the improper inclusion in 
Agent Price's report of material not. pertinent to said 
investigation and Philadelphia's failure to bring same to 
the Bureau's attention separately? (8) Supervisor in Charge 
Meehan, Section #1 Man Donahoe, Supervisor in Charge F I 
and Mr. Scatterday should have seen to it that appropriate 
explanations and recommendations were requested of Philadelphia; 
and (9) Assistant Director Mohr's review qf said Bureau letter 
to Philadelphia was solely for the purpose of concurring 
in the authorization granted Philadelphia to use the services 
of a Ukrainian- speaking Agent from the Washington Field Office 
for interviews in the Philadelphia territory? it does not 
appear that Mr* Mohr should be considered responsible for 
the above-indicated weaknesses in the reporting by Philadelphia* 



bb 



HECOMMENDATIONS 



be 



(1) Stenographer^ 

No actionoo .oln view of impossibility 
reporting inaccuracies as due to 



J 



Philadelphia., « • 
or clearly fixing 
erroneous transcription. 



(2) SA I \ > Phi ladelphiao •••censure**, of or 

(a) including in his report of 12/31/54 material not pertinent 
to instant investigation; (b) not calling same to Bureau^ s 
attention by separate commimicationj and (c) failure to follow 
existing Bureau instxnictions governing the submission of amended 
pages in the preparation of his rough draft of Philadelphia 
letter l/lO/55o 



be 



(3) Supervisor | 
(a) failure to be consistent in the 
Informant T«l" to "Immigration and Naturalization 
Philadelphiap" having made such change on page 5 
report but not on page 20; (b) failure to delete 



\ • • • censure • * o o o for 

changing of "Confidential 
Serv ice at 
of SA I 1 
from said report 
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material not pertinent to instant investigation; and (c) 
not calling Bureau^ s attention to same separatelyo 



{i|.) Relief Supervisor Albert Rvmdbaken, Philadelphia 
o oo ocensure. ^o .for failure to see to it that existing Bureau 
instructions governing submission of amended pages were 
followed when he approved Philadelphia letter 1/10/55 to 
Bureau • 



(5) SACK* H» McCabe, Philadelphia, c • oCensureo o o .for 
ineffective operation of personnel under his over-all supervision* 



be 



(6) Supervisor [ 



] Espionage Section* 



censureo«»»for failure to have instructed Philadelphia in 
Bureau letter 1/19/55 to submit explanations and recommendations 
covering administrative action re la) inaccuracies in SA l I 
report 12/3l/5i^S (b) Philadelphia's failure to follow existing 
Bureau instructions governing submi ssion of amended pages; 
and (c) improper inclusion in Agent I I report of material 
not pertinent to said investigation and Philadelphia's failure 
to bring same to Bureau's attention separately* 



(7) Supervisor in Charge Jo J« Meehan^ European 
Unit, Espionage Section^ <> o • censure • o . of or bis approval of 
above-mentioned Bureau letter 1/19/55 to Philadelphia without 
seeing to it that said explanations and recommendations 
covering administrative action were requested* 
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(8) Section #1 Man S* B. Donahoe, Espionage SectioHco, 
censure. •.. for his approval of above-mentioned Bureau letter 
1/19/55 to Philadelphia without seeing to it that said 
explanations and recoimnendations covering administrative action 
were requested* 



(9) Chief W. A. Branigan, Espionage Sectionoco* 
Recommendation being submitted separately covering this and other 
related matters. 



(10) Inspector C, e, Hennrich, Domestic Intelligence 
Division.* o •Eecommendation being subiriitted separately covering 
this and other related matters • 



(11) Assistant Director A. H. Belmont p Domestic 
Intelligence Division. .. .No action. 00 •In view of his being 
previously censured forliiis and other similar matters© 



be 



(12) Supervisor in Gharge[ 



3 Atomic Energy 



and Scientists Unit, Espionage Section. . o^censure. .« .for 
approving above-mentioned Bureau letter to Philadelphia 
1/19/55 for Mr, Belmont without seeing to it that explanations 
and recommendations covering administrative action were 
requested. 
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(13) SA G. H. Scatterday, Assistant to Mr. Boardraan» . . « 
censure... .for approving above-mentioned Bureau letter to 
Philadelphia 1/19/55 for Mr. Boardman without seeing to it 
that explanations and recommendations covering administrative 
action were requested. 



PERMANENT BRIEFS OP STENOGBAPHEE MURRAY, SA PUICE, SUPERVISOR 
HARZENSTEIN, RELIEF SUPERVISOR RUNDBAKEN AND SAC MC CABE, 
ALL PHILADELPHIA, AND SOG SUPESVISOBS IN CHARCffl MEEHAN AND 
TODD, SECTION #1 MAN DONAHOE AND MR. SCATTERDAY ARE ATTACHED 
HERETO o PERMANENT BRIEF OP SOG SUPERVISOR MC CASLIN WAS 
FORWARDED DIRECTOR SEPARATELY CONCERNING ANOTHER PERSONNEL 
ACTION MATTER. 
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riffi^om^ i<*p cofiNb^fftu^ 



jfr. Alan S% BtltMtt 

Fmdtral tturmau cf Xno*9tigatton 

Wathinffton, D* Cm 



Ji»ar Mr* B0lmoHtt 



^^ 



\dPJjci 



4>^^ :^/ 




J hatfm vmrjf car^fullv con^idmr^a th€ r^Bult^ of 
a Buru0V TBcmntly BonAuotmd bf th& Trmimtmg ami JnmpBCtion 
I>tui9ion into tho handling bg thm jaommottm Im^lligmnco 
Diyioion of changom ma4o in inimmtigmtipm roporto proviouolp 
oubmitted to tho Buroaum I hauo notod thut poroonnol undor 
your oupervioion hai^o not boon foll^ming oxioting inotructiona 
and inoioting upon amondod pagoo of rmporto boing mubmtttod 
by ooumr mmmormmdm with ospZanationm of poroonnol rmoponoibJo 
and rooommondationo of tho Spooiol dgonto in Chmrgm ao to any 
nocomoary adminimtratiyo action* Tou hai^o aduiood t^iat tho 
Domootio intoHigoneo Dii^ioion compliod with thooo inotntctiono 
only if Uto oubotanoo of tho oooo mao affmotod and tho orroro 
moro oorioum onou^ to roquiro adminiot rat iyo action notmith^ 
otanding tho fact that I nouor authorimod any mwh oxooptionOm 

I want you to roalimo I €m oorioum in my dotormination 
to put an ond to tho orroro oeourring both in tho fiold and at 
tho Soat of ffoyornmontm I ohall furthor inoiot that poroonHol ^ 
undor your miporuioion carry out my inotruotiono in thio r^^ord^ 
mo that thoro will bo no furthor roamon for s# to call your "^ ^ 
attontion to much a mattorm 
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STNOPSIS 



Milwaukee letter 2/11/55^ to Bureau, Chicago, New York 
and Washingt on Field Office tra nsmitted corrected copies 
of report of SA \ [ Milwaukee 1/20/55. Said 

report originally set forth the title as above and stated in the first 
paragraph of the details ^'the 1954 Milwaukee City Directory reflects one 



BACKaROU Nds 
of page 1 



and is employed by the\_ 



P' Bureau letter to Milwaukee 



1/31/55, prepared by Supervisor Edwin R. Tully, Espionage Section, 
Dom estic Tnt^lliae nce Division, called attention to foregoing reference 
to \ V and instructed that said name be included in the 

title of the next reports No request for explanation was contained in 
said Bureau letter,, Milwaukee ^s refere nced letter 2/11/55 . advised 
said name should have been reported as I I and trans-* 

mitted amended page. No explanation for the error was submitted. 
Latter communication was received in Espionage section 2/15/55, was 
initialed by Supervisor Tully and was routed to Consolidation Unit of 
Records Section so that the amended page could be substituted. The 
original report had not been disseminated. 

G OVERNINa INSTRUCTIONS s SAC Letter 54^23, S/4/54, provides ,^'ln the 

future all errors to be corrected in reports 
after they have been forwarded to the Bureau must be submitted by cover 
letter containing an explanation for the error, together with two 



Attachments 

oc - Mro Nichols 
Mr. Boardman 
Mr. Belmont 
Mr. Mohr 



cc - SO G Personnel Files: 
SA \ I 

SA\ T 



■bo 



HC7P:gsr 

5&MArW]955 



SAC J. B* Poster 
SA E. Ro Tully 

Section Chief W* A. Branigan 
InSiff€ctor Co E. Hennriph 
fsistant Director A. H. Belmont 
SOG Files - Milwaukee Division 

Domestic intelligence Division 



copies of any corrections to be made on reports previously disseminated*^^ 
Section 4A 1 j. Manual of Utiles and Regulations, provides, ^'Amended 
pages of reports are to be submitted to the Bureau by cover letter. 
The cover letter must contain an explanation for the error, recommenda* 
tions for any administrative action, if necessary, together with two 
copies of the amended pages of reports. ^^ 

EXPLANATIONS REQUESTED : Bureau letter 8/83/55, to Milwaukee, copy to 

Mr. Belmont, prepared in connection with a 
survey conducted by Inspector H. C^ Van Pelt covering such errors, 
called attention to foregoing instructions and requested field and 
SOG explanations^ ^^ 

hlC 



EXPLANATIONS RECEIVED : SA \ \ advised (l) he submitted h is repo rt 

by rough dra ft in which he inadvertently subs tituted the name I I 
for I \ in referring to \ ". , I (^) ^^ ^^^ ^^^ available 

to proofread the finished report; and (3J he submitted the corrected 
page to the Bureau by Milwaukee letter 8/11/55, which he approved 
while functioning as Relief Supervisor, without including explanation 
for the error because it was his impression that the instructions 
contained in above SAC Letter did not apply to such matters* ^^ 



:b7C 



Relief Supervisor^ 
approved abo ve report of SA\ 
reference to[_ 



"1 Milwaukee advised he 
I but failed to detect the erroneous 

\ as \ L SAC J. B. Pos ter advis ed 

he impresse d the seriousness of foregoing errors upon both SAs I I 
and I L that they sincerely regretted same and displayed excellent 
attitudes. SAC Poster recommended no administrative action be taken^ 

SOQ supervisor Tully advised he felt that due to no dissemi-- 
nation of the report being involved, the error was relatively minor 
and warranted no additional correspondence. He said he recognised 
Milwaukee had not submitted recommendations regarding administrative 
action, but that Milwaukee was fully cognisant of the error. 

Chief W. A. Branigan, Espionage Section advised that explana^ 
tion should have been submitted by Milwaukee but recommended no 
administrative action against Supervisor Tully be taken. Mr. Belmont 
concurred. 

CONCLUSION : 

Although the investigation does not appear to be jeopardised, 
the errors have caused additional expense and unnecessary correspondence. 



RECOMMENDATIOm 



1. SA 



Milwaukee 



recommendation 



being submitted separately covering this and another similar matter. 



bb 



- 5 - 



ho 



2. SA I n Milwaukee . . . censure . . . for 

failure to detect and cor rect errone ous reference to William Caldwell 
as Earl Caldwell in Apent I 1 report. 



3. SAC J* B. Poster, Milwaukee • . • recommendation being 
submitted separately covering his over-all responsibility in this 
and another similar matter. 



4. SA Edwin R. Tully, Espionage Section . . . censure . . • 
for failure to request explanations from Milwaukee. 



5. Chief W. A. Branigan, Espionage Section . . . recommenda^ 
tion being submitted separately covering this and other similar 
matters. 



(6) Inspector C. E* Hennrioh, Domestic Intelligence Division 
o • * recommendation being submitted separately covering this and other 
similar matters. 



(7) Assistant Director A. H. Belmont, Domestic Intelligence 
Division . . . no action . . . in view of his being previously 
recommended for censure for this and other similar matters. 



Permanent briefs of SAs \ \ and Tully cw* 



SAr frfrt ^^ are attached hereto. b6 



DETAILS 

Not repeated herein in view of being fully covered in 
synopsis and in the investigative file. 
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mrch 10, 19SS 

PEBS(mAL AMD COMFTDtMTlAL 



Mrm Alan Sm B^lkomt 

red^rul Bureau 0/ ImiM^ttgatiom 

mmhington, D« Cm 



Dtfor Mr* B0lmontt 






I wmnt to talr# thiB »«aii« 0/ 0Mpr€99img my dt9plm^9urm 
with th0 in0ff0ctiu0 functioning ami d^lag mhich occurred In th& 
^m00ti0 Jntoiii^ciicc JiiviBion tm cosngrcttoii with tM handling 
of a l0tt0r datod January M4^ lOSS^ frmm th^ Amsiatant Comaisoion^r 
of th0 Iwmigration and MaturaHwation Smrpt^m^ I hauo motodfthat 
thio lottor mao r^cmimod in tA# J^mooti^ Intolligowim Pipioion on 
robruary 4^ 19SS^ and wtao mot handlod to compiot ion until 
Fobrm^rg 13^ 193^^ and thorm appmaro to bo no Juotifioation 
for tho dolay mhich occurrod* 

Moroovor^ I am coneornod mith tho inoomploto osplam^tion 
mhich gou furniahod to Mrm Boardman in yoar wmmorandmm of March 1^ 
IBSS, whoroin you pointod out that tho propoood lottor to all 
Spooiml Agonto in Charf^ baood on tho Aooiotant ^mmiootomor^m 
lottor wfao firot roooivod in your offico on Fobrmmtlf ]^g ^Mff, 
and you did not montion that tho incoming dooumom$ mao firot 
rwcoipod in your divioion on Fobruary 4^ I955# 

J want to improoo upon you and your ombordinatoo tho 
absoluto nocoooity for tho prompt and offioimnt handling of mattero 
of thio naturom I ohall expect you to inouro that in thm futuro 
poroonnol undor your ouporuioion carry out thoir aooignmonto mora 
offioiontly so that thoro mill bo no furthor ouah inatancoo of 
dolay aft thoir part. RECORDED - 138 
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Boardman _ 
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Belmont _ 

Harbo 
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AR 1 1 1S5?' 



k AAteiy'aojM.i 



ii 



J» Edgar Hoovep 
J»Mm S4gar 

Mr99t9 



Oarsons CC ■" 

Aosen 



'OOH 



Sizoo 

1/interrowd 
Tele. Row 
Holloman 
Gandy 







^ 




(4) — - t B I 

This letter of censure is base4f^^^i^bki^(i>^iliUf^S^ndum from Mr<. Harbo 

to Mr. Tolson dated 3^3-^55 captioned '^Immigration and Naturalisa^ 



- R^organisfation^ BBMzBUG. 



^'Office J\dm^randm^ ^ u#M) states goveinment 



.a 



TO 



moM 



fCBJBCT: 



m. T OLSON 



m, S, T. SABBO 



DATB: 



3/3/ 



m^ 



i 



t 



BACKGROUND 



IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION 
SERVICE - REORGANIZATION 



Ih 



f., K.. C 



Letter 




± 



,^ .J t-i 
Immigration 




111 



rom Assistant Commissioner, 
Naturalisation Service, dated l/24/SS, received^ at the Bwreau 
8/4/55; received Liaison Section 10zl9 a^m., S/4/SS; received 
Internai Seour^y Section, Domestic Intelligence Division', ' , 

IS noon, 8/4/sS\ J/emorandum of 2/16/55 from Belmont to BoardmAn, 
to which was attached a proposed SAC Letter, received in JJtrecWr 
Office S/8d/S5f Director stated he would like to know why it 
took two weehs^to get this matter through. 



F INDINGS 
tcr- 



o 



i» Inoidfiing of 1/84/55, received Internal Seduritjf Section 

18 noon, 2/4/55} Supervisor T* D. Rushing of Internal ^ecMtitY y* 
Section claims he received it 2/7/55; reported it as deliJl^enf' \^ 
2/9/55 ; dictated on it 2/lO/55j Bushing claims he could mt ^ \ 
dictate on thif^ matter untilW/lb/35,'^immke of the prew^ of^ 
othtT ma iters, "^'general duties of his deskf typed 2/14/55 and 
revised ^me dWte per instructions of ytstPs^ 7. P, leay'^^d ;;;r. 
i. iF; Boatdmani, retyped 2/16/55 and reeeived by Mr* A. % BeXmmt 
at lli51 «./n» that date; forwa^^id to -BeaPdman and receded by 
h^im 9:26 il..m^, %/l7/55^ 



i\ 



\ 



^yeHtK 



k 



2% - The ^Mr^andim was returned by Boardman 

of a paragraph jUign ^eceiu*"^ ^{; Belmont 9 il8 a^m^, 
correctsd and-'Teturned to .%»imont by 5 
in Vf^\ Boardwtan 's office 9ti5 a.m^ tfte 
Monday, 2/81/55^ ,. ,_ . '• 

3# , ^^ In accordance 

the memorandum and proposed SAC 
Division where iii r»a$^ received at 5**55 >*7f, on 
birthday, 2/22/55 rjffs$.3 on, read it that aftirn 
under the proposed procedure the FBI cannf% 
files of Immigration and Ifatur^lixation S 
iOfnter where such files<^re maintai0lt}^'t: 
-3fe9$rMJ'l^ J. Boardman 



for deletion 
2/ia/sS; 
same A4ite ; received 






^:n 



Letter t0\tht>'1h^^iwg .a.nd Jjt*piu(%'i on 




Win, Belnoni .-if^/^u 

J. P. iiohr , »'. ':= t; 



(9- 



Pi- 



ii*taGftmeh^» 




• 



.:a 



Wi.ild require the Records Ceni^T to fcrmard Ih^ Jmtigraiidn 
ar^: Naturalisation Seri^ice file to the DiMtrict Office of 
Imrkigration and Matural isation Service to be ultimatel;^ made 
available to the FBI^ iixeon oheoked with Mr^ Rosen and pointer 
out that there ie the poeeibility of serious delay in connection with 
the Applicant or Seeurity of Government Sniployees Programs. 
For example, if the Mobile Office of the FBI has need for one 
of the namd files it would have to communicate with the Miami 
FBI Office which, in turn, would consult the District Immigration 
and naturalisation Service office in Miami and Immigration and 
Naturalisation Service would comimnicate with the Records Center 
in a distant state retaining the file and ask that the file be 
mailed to Immigration and Naturalisation Service in Miami 
so thatf in turn. Immigration and Naturalisation Service in Miami 
could make the information in the file available to the FBI in 
Miami* It was not clear how widespread this procedure might be 
or how many files would be involved* Consequently, Mason on 
2/22/55, routed the SAC Letter to SA Alvin Glenwood Gilliland 
with instructions to see himf Gilliland saw Mason the next 
workday, 2/23/55 and Mason instructed that this situation be 
brought to Belmont's attention to make certain that the procedure 
would not Jeopardise our deadline Applicant^type cases% 

4# SA Alvin Glenwood Gilliland of the Training and 

Inspection Division endeavored to contact Belmont on 8/33/63, 
but inasmuch as Belmont was in conference, Gilliland left word 
with Mr* Belmont ^s office to be called; at 6^25 p.m* Belmont 
not yet having called, Gilliland cancelled the call<. In this 
regard we feel that Gilliland showed a lack of aggressiveness 
in that he should have presented his question to Inspector Keay 
or another representative of the Domestic intelligence Division 
during the period of Belmont's unavailability^ 

So On 2/24/55, Gilliland was on sick leave, but telephoned 

SA Dwight J* Dalbey of the Training and Inspection Division and 
requested that Dalbey handle the SAC Letter with Belmont; Dalbey 
agreed that he would; Dalbey had just taken over new duties the 
previous day in the Training and Inspection Division and the 
handling of SAC Letters was one of those duties. Dalbey took 
no action as to the SAC Letter on 2/24 and 25/SS (Gilliland was 
on sick leave both days), claiming press of other duties. On 
Gilliland U return to work the next workday, Monday, 2/26/56, 
he found the SAC Letter, brought it to M$son^s attention and 
immediately clarified the situation; found out that the files 
referred to relate mostly to dead people, and the SAC Letter was 
received in Mr. Tolson's office at 3:25 p.m. the same day,, 2/28/55^ 



• 



• 



;i,^i 



'P.ora'\du7r, tu 



Talnon 



Iv 

I 



There is positively no excuse for Dalbey's ,failing to take action 
in this matter when he had stated that he loould. 

6» A procedure designed to prevent such a sit uation exis ts 

in the Tr aining and Inspection Division in that Mrs. 



Grade GS--9, is required to submit a written report each 

evening as to any unsigned SAC Letter on hand in the Division. he 
There are clear instructions that unsigned SAC Letters are not 
to be retained in this Division at the end of any workday; her 
reports for Wednesday through Iriday, 2/23 - 25/55, claimed no 
unsigned SAC Letters were on hand; her che ck was ina ccurate and 
inadequate. Mason severely criticised Mrs A L Steps hat^e 

been taken to make certain that her checks will be thorough in 
the future. 



Li^ 





the 




CONCLUSIONS _. ^ — : <9-Vw^k^ *^ 

^. J"* took frVm^J^TsE^ until 2/16/ 5 5 -To ^gt, ^ 

n^c^ss it u fo_r_ changes involved additi onal t ime__up to 2/18/55 in 
omes tic Intell igence u i vision^ sucli a t im§ Jao^ exq§^sive^ 

TaFfyrbm ^35^.1furT^^ ^2/22/^S until Mond avi,- the morning 



the ::M 



■■■■K%\ 

m 



^^ SS/SSj^O get this matter OU f gf tUS ^.Tm inin g ond^TnSipfiq'^iAn 



s^ipn arid there were serious failures on the part of Mrs 

and Special Agents Ilvin Glenwood Gilliland 
this amount lof t^im/e is ^xoejsivjp and 



Dwight J. 
^sonabl 



RECOMMENDATI 



\ and Special Agents Aluin Glenwood Gill' 
J. Dalbev; this amount j of tim/e is excessivf and 

^^3- I L Griiie GS-9, Traininq 



be 



of 



^» ifrs. I I, Grdiie G3-9, Training 

and Inspection Division, »,'* • •*•.....«•.. CfiJNSURE, 

(For the inadequacy and inaccuracy of her nightly reports 
8/33, 84 and 25/55 , "hereifi she was required to list any 
unsigned SAC Lette-d on hand, but did not detect this 
pertinent one.) / m / ^.^^'-' .^■^— - 

2. Supervisor Alvin Glemoodi Gilliland, Training / 

and Inspection Diuit* i on. ••*.•, •♦ ♦. /•.•*». ..•• CEMURE. 
(For his failure to resolve fully the questionable SAC Letter^, 
on 2/23/55, by presenting his problem to anotner representative 
of the Domestic Intelligence Division daring the unavailability 
of* Mr. Belmont^) y . ' '^j>J*^- ^ -> 



f^ J 



V 



/ 



'^^} 



^^^.:^^^ 



* 






^^^:lf:TVi: 



i^ -^lorandum tc Mr. Tolson 



It; 



3o SA DH)ight J.XDalbey, Training and Inspection 
Diviaion '/. CENSURE. 

(For hi^ failure to take action on the SAC Letter on 2/24 or 
2/35/55, as he had promised to do; for his failure to bring 
to the attention of his immediate Supervisor, E. D. Mason, the 
fact that the SAC Letter had not been acted on.) 

1/ / r/^mj:^^' 



f^o 



X'^ 



4* Ineoeotor £• D.kUason, Training and Inspection 
Division ^ J} /. • CENSURE. 

(Has primary responsibility for the effective functioning 

of the Inspection and P lanning Section^ Trai ning and Inspection 



bo 



Division, to which Mrs, 



Special Agents 



Alvin Glenioood ffilliland andjkaight J. Dalbey are assigned^) 



K 









i^ 



^^'' 



5» SA T. D.VRushing, Domestic Intelligence fiivisjl^ 

4^* • . • * . • CENSURE. 

(For the delay in initially handling the proposed SAC Letter 
in the Domestic Intelligence I^viaion. ) \ /^/j' .-. . 




/ 






^^ 



/ 



6. Inspector 7* P.fKeay, Domestic Intelltf/ence/ 

Division.. '4 ' CENSURE. 

(Proposed S4C Letter was Handled in the Internal Security 
Section, wnich i$ under the general supervi$i on of Keay 
and Rushinj was dealing directly with Keay in this matter, 
thus skipoing the Section Chiefs) 



// 



l/-'X> 



t 






yp 



-4- 



./^;>V^ -, rf-1 






*. 






d" ^i. {■' ■ \.'^K^. ,r' 






■v;« 



?• Rolf T* Harbo, Training and Inspection 

Divisiono..^ ••••♦••. NO ACTIO!/. 

(Ur^ Marbo yoas out of town during the pertinent period; knew 
nothing of this situation; had a right to rely on Mxson to 



assure the effective 



operation of 



I. A'.Vb 



the Piuiaion,) j. 



8. A. H*\Bell^ont, Domestic Intelltyenoe / 

Division. .0....^...... CiifSUm • 

(For the ineffective functioning and delay %n the Domestic 
Intelligence Division; for the incomplete explanation which 
Belmont ^furnished to Mr. Boardnan in his memorandum of 3/l/5S^ 
endeavoring to explain the delay in this situation, in which 
memorandum Belmont points out that the propomd SAO Letter was 
received in Belmont's office on 8/ 16/^5 (onA there is no 
mention of the fact that the incoming document was first received 
in Belmont ^s division on 8/4/5$; Belmont concluded in his 
memorandum of 3/1/55 that the delay in handling this matter did 
not occur in the Domestic Intelligence Division, an erroneous 
conclusion in that there was delay in hi$ division as well as 
elsewhere^) 
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GIi.LIMm.^A mtim^J* PJ^BEY AffD SA T, Vr B mMim ARE ATTACHEJ) 



1 :3A A0M (}LENW0OD 



RK3EIPT FOB GOVERNMENT PROPJ T 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGAlidN 

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF .JUSTICE 



Aifril J> 1955 



CC-5a 



I certify that I have received the following Government property for official use: 



OPERATIONS AND PROCEDURES MANUAL ON PERSONNEL MATTERS Noo S? 



AWlSBS^iAD 



The Govermnent property ^Aich you hereby acknowledge 
is charged to you and, you are re^onsible for taking 
care of it and returning it idien its use has been 
con5>leted. DO KDT MARK OR T/miTE ON IT OR MDLTILATE 
IT IN ANX WAY. 




# 



FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 



REPORT OF PERFORMANCE RATING 



FD-185 



Name of Employee: 



ALAN H. BELMONT 



Where Assigned: 



Payroll Tide: 



Domestic Intell i gence Division 

(Division) (Section, Unit) 

Assistant Director 



Rating Period: from April J, J 954 



to March 31, 1955 



ADJECTIVE RATING.'. 



SATISFACTORY 



Outstanding, Satisfactory, Unsatisfactory 



Employee's 
Initials 



Rated by: 



e-a 



^ 



flL. Jo ' P . 



Signature 



Associate Director 3/31/55 
Title Date 



Reviewed by: 
Rating approved by: 




^sslstant'^Dlrectpr AFB W^ 1355 



Signature 



^m 



vm^^ 



Title 



Date 



j^ifJ^- 



TYPE OF REPORT 



' : : t^. kAlrjS-lifl 



1 8 APfi 12 J95JJ 



{X) Official 
{x ) Annual 



\ . Bt^£5ir'^r,e3ri ^ ^ 



( ) M«^iftra|ivg, ,.., 
(;) 6a- day 



(j) Transf^ ^.^ g ^gguj 

( Q.>.,^pfeaguL...^^ , ft 



y 



^ 



rANDMDF(mMN0*e4 



m 



# 





to t MB, BOMBMMf^ /^ 





noni/ I A* H, 



lUBJECT! 




UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

DATE: AprilzS, 195{ 



SECURITY PROGBMS 




In-^ooordance with the BireGtor^s instruGtionB 
I plan to holi oonferences in the Detroit and Cleveland 
Offices on tM 26th and 27th of April, respectiuely, 
I plan to de0t fashington on Monday evening, April 25, 
and will hol^a conference in the Detroit Office on 
Tuesd^, Apr^ 26, and a conference in the Cleveland 
Of fief on femsday, April 27» Thereafter, I plan to 
return to Washington the evening of April 27, 



A 



Skoo. 



lioterrowd ^ 
Tele. Room* 

HoUoimn 

Gtiuly 




r 't 



CG - Mr, Boardnari 
Mr, Behont 
Mr, Hollomn 
Movement Section 



I AHBitlc 



U 










■'^' 



2 6 APR 29 1955 



^ 



April 1, 1955 
MEMORANDUM FOR THE DIBEGTOR 



Copy - 146 





LAST 


DATE OF LAST 




NAME OFFICE 


DATE INSPECTION RECHECK 


REASON 


F.E. Crosby- Phoenix 


10-20-54 4-1-54 




la view of all 
the delinquencies 










/ 


3f Gtiad during the 


ul 






inspection of the 






San Jiian Office 








dated 10-12-54. 


E.A» Souey Albaiay 


12-10-54 11-10-54 




Because of weak- 




CoBtiaued 3-24-55 


3-8-55 


nesses reported 
as result of in- 
spection of 11- 
10-54. Continued 
3-24-55 because 
of tte number & 
seriousness of 
the \«e«knesses 
f ©iind during the 
recheck inspection. 


J. A. Roch* Buffalo 


1-24-55 1-14-55 


2-26-55 


In view of the 




Contiftued 3-11-55 




delinquencies 
found during the 
inspection of 1- 
14-55. Continued 
3-ll"55 because 
of weaknesses 
still existing 
In office c 


F. HaUford Pittsburgh 


3-10-55 12-17-53 




Because of Ms 
lick of thorough- 












ness in the 








Supervision ©f the 








Selective Service 






* 


Act, 194s ^ Con«=> 








scientious Objector 








investigation in- 


^'1 \ 






volving William 


K 

2 (5 APR 19 m 






Frederick Kopf . 









^^ f 



f 



COPY -. 146 
SEAT OF GOVEEIMMENT OFFICIALS (INCLUDING SECTION CHIEFS) ON PROBATION 



NAME 



TITLE 



DATE 



REASON 



L.V* Boardiaaii 



A$sista)it to the 2-23-55 
Director 



Because of lack of analysis 
and foresight manifested by 
him and his subordinates in 
the Domestic Intelligence 
Division in znaking changes 
in investigative reports in 
^ich former confidential 
informant Harvey Matusow 
had furnished 5Mormation, 



A« H. Belmont 



AsAtant Director 2-23-55 
Damestia Intelligence 
Division . 



Because of la^k of analj^sis 
and foresight ^^^ by 
him in milking" changes in 
liivestigitive rep0rts in 
li^ch former confidential 
informant Harvey Matusow had 
furnished information* 



V.P. Keay 



Inspector in Charge 2-23-55 
(Internal Security 
Liaison Section) - 
Domestic Intelligence 
Division 



Because of lack of analysis 
and foresight manifested by 
him in making changes in 
investigative reports in 
^ich former confidential 
informant Harvey Matusow had 



Ft J, Baumgardner Chief, Internal 2-23r5§ 


furnished information* 
Because of lack of analysis 


Security Section 


and foresight ma«ifestfd by 


Domestic Intelligence 


Jiim in making changes in 


Division . 


investigative reports in 




/^ich former confidential 




informant Harvey Matusow had 




furnished informations 




Respectfully, 




Je P. Mbhr 


- 2 - 





35 5-6-55 



67-9l|.639-376 

ALAN H. BELMONT 



CHANGED TC 



J 



67-880-1765 

SEATTLE P.O. 



SrANDMO rOMM NOW «« 



Oifice l^eiTWrafldufn • united states government 



TO 



FROM 



IDBJSCT: 




r>Km April 81, 1955 



Tolso 
Boardn 



Mohr. 



BUREAU ^S SECURITY PROGRAMS 




^ 



// 



Parsons 

Rosen _ 

Tamm 

Sizoo _ 

Winterrowd _ 
Tele. Room . 
HoUoman — 
Gandy 



^ TheOireotor desires thail^isit th^^f^0o^tonifW^ark, 

discuss the Bureau^ s security programs with the Security Agents 
assigned to those offices. 

If it is agreeable, I will handle two of these 
offices each week for the next three weeks* It takes one day per 
office due to the travel necessary and discussions with the 
SAO and Supervisors on pending security problems in the office* 

In order that I will be away from my office only 
two days, I plan to leave Washington on Monday evening of 
each week, handling one office on Tuesday and the next on 
Wednesday, and being back in my office on Thursday morning of 
each week* 

I plan to handle Detroit and Cleveland next week; 
Boston and Newark the following week; and then Philadelphia 
and Baltimore* If this is agreeable, I will proceed as 
indicated* 




^-y^ flT 



be 



ABBttlc 
(6) 

CC - Mr. Boardman 
Mr* Belmont 

Mr. 




i 



~~[ Crime Records 
Movement Section 



Mr. Holloman 



ED -141 



!l 






Nun i r:^- »>, , 



2 6 MAY 6 1955 



^ 






I FEOEB^i £, ..> v.oilGATION 



f^ .. 



4^ 




yrAHOAMD rORM HX 94 



Office MjsmOTafldufn • united states government 

TO , A/ft. BOAi-.DUAN \ 1 '"*' 

1 

CONTACT ^'.rn ASSiSTMr dIrIcTU rj^belmui^ t 



Mr. Belmont called in from San yrancisoc this 
afternoon and v)€ discussed various vtatters pending in the 
Division* fie informed me that the conferences are going 
along well. As you know, he has held conferences in Chicago, 
Seattle and San Francisco, and on April 15, 1965, will be in 

,Los Angeles* i'r* Belmont will return to V/ashington on 

\Sunday, April J7» 



For your info-rmaticn^ 





April 8, 1955 
MEMORAJiDUM FOR THE DIRECTOR 



CCPI - 42 



The follewiag Special Ageats la Charge are presently oa prebation! 



NAME 



OFFICE 



DATE 



LAST 
DBPECTION 



DATE OF LAST 
BECHECK . REASON 



F* E* Crosby Phoenix 



10-20-54 4^-54 



/ , / 



//■■ 



£• A. Soucy Albany la-10-54 11-10-54 

CoHtliiued 3*-24^55 



3~S-55 



J» A, Hoche Buffalo 1-24-55 l-lA-55 

Cofttinued 3-11-55 



2-26-55 



F. Hallford Pittsburgh 3-10-55 12-17-53 



N» H. McGaba Philadelphia 3-30-55 3-18-55 



C. Doyle San Juan 



4^7-55 10-12-54 3-24-55 



la vie^ of all the 
delinquencies found 
during the inspection 
of the San Jiian Office 
dated 10-12-54- 

Because of weaknesses 
reported as result of 
iKpection of 11-10-54* 
Continued 3-24-55 be- 
cause of the nuEober and 
seriousness of the 
weaknesses found dtiring 
the recheck inspection. 

In view of the delin- 
quencies found during 
the inspection of 
1-14-55* Continued 
3-11-55 because of 
weaknesses still 
existing in office. 

Because of his lack of 
thoroughness in the 
supervision of the 
Selective Service Act, 
1948 - Conscientious 
Objector investigation 
involving William 
Frederick Kopf # 

Because of the nus^ 
erous serious delin- 
quencies found during 
the inspection* 

In view of the weak- 
nesses found existing 
in the San Juan Office 
during the recheck 
inspection of 3-24-55* 



I 



2 6 APR 25 1955 
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SEAT OF GOVEaNMENT QFFIGlAIg (INCLDDIHG SECTION CHIEFS) ON PROMTION 
NAME TITLE ~ DATE ' REASON 



Lo 7* BoardBuui 



A. H« BelmoRt 



V. P» K«ay 



Assistant to the 2-23-55 
Director 



Assistant Director 2-^-55 
Domestic Ifttelligence 
Division . 



Inspector in Charge 2-23-55 
(Internal Security 
Liaison Section) - 
Domestic Intelligence 
Division . 



F. J* BauiBgardner Chief, Internal 

Security Section 
Domestic Intelligence 
Division . 



2-23-55 



Because of lack of analysis aiad 
foresigM. manifested by him and 
his subordinates in the Domestic 
Intelligence Division in making 
changes in investigative reports 
in iMch former confidential 
informant Harvey Matusow had 
furnished inf ormationV ;^ 

Because of lack of analysis nd 
foresight manifested by him in 
making changes in investigative 
reports in ^^ch former confi- 
dential informant Harvey Matusoir 
had furnished information* 

Because of lack of analysis an4 
foresight manifested by him in 
making changes in investigative 
reports in which former confi- 
dential inf onnant Harvey Matusow 
had famished information. 

Because of lack of analysis and 
foresight manifested by him in 
making changes in investigative 
reports in vdiich fonner confi- 
dential informant Harvey Matusow 
furnished information. 



Respectfully, 



Jo Po Mohr 



- 2 - 



.■^^■. 



Mk'i 
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J^ril r, 19SS 



,.1 



/ 
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JTr. Javtetf J. r«12y 
Federal Bdi^mi of Inv€t)tigaiiit>n 
\Uhm TerkASf Tork 



Dear Mr, Kelly: 



m Ji/AU^Al.,. 



\ 



. J LRHtilw 

y (s) 



Tolson .„ 
Board man 
Nichols _ 
B«lmont ^ 

Harbo 

Mohr 

Parsons _ 

Rosen , 

Tamm 



Sizoo 

Winterrowd 
Tele. Room 
Holloman 
G^udy 






^ 



36 APR 21 1955 




J was pi«<j»«d to ree«i»* your 
letter of Uoreh 2S, 1956, cone^rnimg ^ 
l8«< stent Director JAlan M^ Bslnontfa 
discussion of current pro ol ems facing 
the Bureau^ 

It i* certainly gratifying to 
knom that Mr, Belmont'e remarks mere «o 
well received and that the Hem lork Office 
is determined to aid ^e Bureau in any 
Doasible way in Meeting and overcoming 
the challenge thaee maitere preeewt. 



Bated on Let from SAC Kelly 3/85/SS, 







4, 















^ 



rr- 



^ 



/ 








i&^Lit. 






Mir- R^^ete.,, 

Htv tSi«rt0„, , 

T^«J«^ Roo m 



Mr^ Jo Edgar Hoover 

Director 

Federal Bureau of Investigation 

Washingtd^ 25, D» C. 



Dear Mr. Hoover t 










1^ 5' 5.^M/' 






\^. On behalf of the Agents and supervisory 
perapnut-l of the New York office, I wish to express 
©«r ^li^eclatlon for the oipportunlty of having heard 
^BSl^ant Eilrectogfj\lan H^^j^eltnotif^dlacuaa the current 
nprobl^fis facing the BureaufT" Mr. Belmont's presentation 
*a8 carefully planned and clearly expounded. 



\ 



^ ^ 1 believe hla efforts have done much to bring 
hoj^ to %11 who heard hlra the gravity of our pro8),eni»3 . 
an%the ^solute necessity of taking approprlat^beai^r^ 
to nia?mouHt thera, I feel that your decision to^fend'Mr* 
Bels«i^t to New York has enabled the Agent perso#el ^o ~ 
more fully realize and appreciate the diverse a^ complex 
matters confronting the Bureau today. You may be certain 
that the. New/york office Is determ;Lned to do ev«rytjil«g 
In lt4i«owe3f.:t4^ji^Mlst the Bureau in meeting ai^ oviSr-j^;^ 
coming -^ clialleafee-r these matters present, jg. c^ C,' 

Oi- 'Of^ ^- ^;, <iincerely youiv^. 
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^r" B ^'^' 
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UNITEWTATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSips 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 



FD-253 (11-22-54) 



r p I DJ D^ * WASHINGTON 25, D* a 

In Reply^ Please R^er to 

mNo. 

Director 

Federal Bureau of Investigation 
United States Department of Justice 
Washington, D. C, 

Dear Sir; 

For inclusion in the fund to be paid to the designated beneficiary of any Special Agent of 
the FBI who has previously contributed to this fund and who dies from any cause except self-destruction 
while employed as a Special Agent, I am forwarding herewith (by CHECK - MONEY ORDER) the sum of |10, pay- 
able to the Assistant Director, Administrative Division, FBI, to be included in said fund. Payment will 
be made for death by self-destruction after the Agent has been a member of the fund for a continuous period 
of two years. It is understood and agreed that the sum tendered herewith is a voluntary, gratuitous contri- 
bution to said fund which I understand is to be administered in the following manner. 

The Director of the FBI will appoint a committee which shall consider all matters pertaining to 
the acquisition, safe keeping and expending of said fund, which committee will recommend appropriate action 
to the Director in pertinent matters. The Assistant Director of the Administrative Division of the FBI 
shall receive all contributions and account for same to the Director, Upon the death of any Special Agent 
who is a member of said fund the appointed committee will consider the case and submit a recommendation to 
the Director as to its conclusions, Appropriate instructions will then be issued to the Assistant Director 
of the Administrative Division, directing him to pay to the designated beneficiary the sum of $10,000. The 
liability of the fund shall not under any circumstances exceed the amount of monies in the fund at the time 
any liability shall occur. The following person is designated as ny beneficiary for FBI Agents' Insurance Fund; 

Nam e LoretJa D. BelnOnt Relationshi p W^ Date 5/4^5 

Addres s 8711 HoHh lucatan Street, ArlinQton. VirginiQ 

The following person is designated as my beneficiary under the Chas. S. Ross Fund providing $1500 
death benefit to beneficiary of agents killed in the line of duty. 

Me loretta J). Behont Relationship ^Ve Date ^A/^S 



Addres s S7U HorJh luGQian Street, Arlington^ Virginia 




9 1855 



,. ;V'. ' Very truly your^ 

WJiift Director 





in 






LO 




cs 


CD 


at 






Ll. 


o 






LU 


a:> 




-J 










8 



Tolson 

Boardman . 
Nichols — 
Belmoat — 

Harbo 

Mohr 

Parsons — 

Rosen 

Tamin 



April fa, 19SS 




Mr* Aim jr« ^tlm»nt 

rii40ra2 Burwau 9/ Zmv€9ttgati9m 

WaBhtngtoUf Dm C« 



D9ar Mr* Bmlmomtt 



i- ${i> 



'^Jf^5i>f/irs^ 



I am gr^mtlg ##ii#tniMl mtth «l# fmilurm of th^ 
mw^mUm intmlUgmmm JMlP<#f#ii t# m/fmpti^mly BUpmrvtmrn 

Bord0r Cou&rugm Prrngmmmm it t# •>irl#aM» that you amd 
0mpl0tt&09 umdmr jf&m" m^rm$9tmm hmmi mllMt^ tte L0ga2 
Attmch0^& 0/fim^ «# #|Nriit«t «# anlt i%mmlf and mu0 
f^rmittmd thta im^rtmmt pr^gr^m t# dat&rimratm^. I mant 
Ifou to Imom that I mm hi$M£jd4»plmB&^ mtth tho oomplmtely 
Imthargtc attitmda of tiur^Snmmtim ImtolUgonao Divtoion in 
rogard to thim Mttt#r« 

I ohall oJBpmat you aa j^ototant Biroetor in ohargm 
of thm J»0»#««|0 Intolligon^m Diutotom «9 taMa immodtato 
otopo ito tmmuro tho aggrooat^^o and mffimiont ouporvioion of 
ouoh tmfiortant mattormm 



^BMthakinJc%j C' 
(4) ^ 



a||^^»» Boardman (personal Attention) 

ihi Ot If 



fmry truly yourOp 

Am. £(igar hoover 



John Sdgar Moouor 
Mirmotor 



f ^ 






!N> 



o 







Sizoo 

WintecTowd _ 
Tele. Room , 
HoUoman — 
Gandy 
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Office Mepiorandum • united states government 



TO 



ntoM 



Mr. Mohr 



B. L. Edwards 



DATE: 4-^20^55 



Titooa 

BoRrdiDAo . 
Kkbols . 




•OBjBCT: MEXICAN BOWER COVERAGE 

i^^Ofh- 1 j , ^ T^ji^ [I.e. i^ f^ : ^ ^ ^ ^ 
In oonneotion with a memo frolli Mr. Belmont to Mr. Boardmai/i 
4^13S5, the Director expreaeed hie extreme 4ispleaeure with the lack ^ \ 
ef aggresaive eupervieion at the Seat of Qeverhnint of the Mexican 
Border Coverage Program and the Bureau Office in Mexico City. The 
Director oomttented, T canH too etrongly etrees my diepleaeure with 
the complete^ lethargic attitude of the Dom. Int. Div. which obviouely 
has allowed this whole program to go to seed. Just who has been in 
charge of itP^ 

fx: m^^^ attached sic HD^- 4-1 5-55 from Mr. Belmont to Mr. Boardman 
poin^d <>St that the administrative aspects of the program have been 
#ttp#^^640h 9i nee its inception in the Liaison Section in connection 
with i the VTbreign Liaison Program. Inspector 7. P. Ke^y was in charge 
^f ^^^^^^9i}^^^ Section until June, 1954, when SA S^ R. Roach became 
Chief -%f ^e Section. SA Mathan L. Ferris has been supervisor in charge 
of I^^F^^ig^ Liaison Desk since December, 1946^ Mr. Belmont and 
Inspf^<>'^[eay have maintained over^^all supervision of the entire 
Msxifmn iB^^er Coverage Program. 

A Border Coverage Conference to speed up the program was held 
in January, 1955, and the Director instructed that the second Border 
Coverage Cenference be held not later than June V, 1955. The Domestic 
Intelligence Divfiion^as now advised that the second conference has 
been tentativfly,%ched&led for May 23, 84, and *5. 1955. 

" Qltliwnt^ memo of 4^13^55 indicated it was no^ pm^^m^l 
''ffW^rftMMt to estimate with relfti%^ ixchUi^cy -th^M^^ 



kep*» 



ot the S€at 
of secu 
curri' 
The 

cperaW(t0^euiVmelf 

^^^^%JNfr^ ^^^ /•reiffA ^ff*<^^^l^^mi^i^^^ thsW^oted to submit 
\§uek imJmS^ te American S^ffrV^ i?>dtfL't«^itct« and 

^AMertcan i!mm^9e^^^^*S..M tn^W9U;^fbuntries in 

niw IhmiannuaZ accenptishmintS^ef^J^ 




on ftaf^hiii 



Wi^l^^*^^^if^ '^Ht^flMatic InteJJi^ ^_,^ 



confunction ilw%^tfce rigu 



Attachmen^t*. 




^^%3 t^^^^^§n 



'-MAi^ 






il?/ 



^/ 



^^ 



■:^v, 



¥f^r-->->^i>V-'^ 



• 



If: 



0/fi44B hav€ b0en fn«iruct«d to aubnit immediately atatistiCB in thi§ 
r*sfttrd QB Bf 4-2S-5S* 

Mr. BBlmont^B neme of 4^13^55 pointed out that the Legal 
d^aeke in Mexiee Bhould extend hie eecurity oouerage particularly 
in the met^ihern purt of the country near the, iwrder. The Director inqmtre4\ 
ae to mhy the dtmeetie TnteXligence Divieion had not taken action to 
BffBBt thtBm the ScmeBtic tntelligence Division now advieea that a 
M9i0ent dgeney waB eel^hliBhed in 1951 in Monterrey, 150 milee Bouth 
Bf mf Hrder and tm^ agBnte am aBBigned to this MeBident Agency. 
iri<^ft]ii#»ta mere eubBe que ntly made to ha^e the SeniBr ReBidBnt Agent 
c^f$f mith repreBBntativeB of the San AntoniB Office to ceordinatB 
aBtiUitiBB alBBg tJl# border. M 19SS, a ItBBident Agency oiod cBtabliehBd 
at 0l0TifimB im the MorthwBBterm part of Mexiee. Tkie SBSidBnt Agency 
WM clBBed mhen iMI« ComBulatm at ^uaymaB waB eliminated by the State 
iigpmrtmnt and a MBBidemt iftn^y umB tfttn BBtmbliBhBd at Guadalajara. 
Jt iBBBt ccaBt rci0 trip from ^kiB MeBident Agency handles criminal and 
BBBtHty mork Uf to the border area and covers Bureau subjects y^ho 
urripe in Mexiee by i^e west eoast highmay. 

The DBmestiB In$slligence Division also pointed out that an 
$*4mS§^ tA# £fgai i^f^^^^jil^ instruct 441 to transfer an infermant to 
Bsmi^B |#r«<f0 from Me$^cB/%f% suit^^blB eUe oomld be fsund, or to ascertaim 
'^■,Wl^' idBntity Bf an individual in tuevo laredo mho mould serve as a 
Ji(|iii^i# infBTimnt. This matter was follewed on 3^16^5. Th^ Legal 
JIlrta^At has Mm inetrmcted te draw up concrete plans for the further 
^mttnBieM Bf h%B #to«ff#f C0iier#f# in nerthsm Mexico. 

m^ #r« ii#l1i^^ censure for himself, Mr. Belmont, 

^■' Xnspecimr ipi«f |i ^||^ ani ^tmsmrs and probation for SA Ferris 

fer i^Bir iMi^imti^B mpmr^iBiBn of tfet Mexican Border Cowerags Progmam. 





% / li^j^ BupsrviBi^maffortifd 

if«^ tmi^ City tgftCB by ifc# 

msmtW f»^Mi§tncm M^f^BU, i^ is rBmBms^mdedt 

'^r $4 $lm$ MA $BiMmM t^ sf the foreign 

y.,,mB^m^m 



«»#■ 



fe&^'^ 



^^t^^- 




f^'ifiy f^pi^5^»e.*^f *^^*^f f P^j?^^ 




i;-fe 



1. Th&t SA J2. iNBoach, Cbi^f of the Liaiaon Section since 
Jumep 1954, be cenmred^ p^ 



/ 









d» 2%«t Inepect^r f. P^Keay »2i« loaa in eharge 0/ til# £fa<3aii 
Section until J'ms, 1954, and mh0\ifG$ einee continued to naintain over^ 
^11 e^^ryisiom 41/ the Memfcun Border Gouerage Program be ceneuredj 



,^. ^:^' 



*r-^WH' ■ 



A.H 








<(• That Mr,jUtalment b* e«(i«urcd /or his failure to ««c to (t 
that thi* program ioa« ayyr»f«i9*Jy •upcruistd by the Dom«8tf o Jntelliggn&$ 






•''""' ^-o'f 



'^M'' 



^f 



^- 



5. fAat JTr.KJtartfiMMi h^ ^rtn^ured far hi3 /niiure te in«ur* 
*k<it th« JE»«»««tie Xnt9iitg4tn^% MviMtvn »«• «j|if r««s<»«iy jiupj rvitfnff 
**• jr«jpf9an Border C^wrag* PtogHm^*, Se>f*i^»MfH^ H O^ P(&oB^T/e>A/, 



■m 




2f^ 



.'»-5^> 



"-ff 



/l^iCWrr BAOTS^^fl^ t>/ Ji?SP5iTar.IlJi7^ ::l^^^ 



^"t^r 



■^^is:^r;.,^i,^_ ^.' 



DICLASSIFICATIOM AUTHORITY DEIOTID FMOH: 
FBI ATJTOHATIC DECLASSIFICATIOH GUIDE 



'Oj^aAfof^^ 



TO 



noM 



fOBjaCT 



fSS MSSCf&n 



I, ¥• Boardnan 






SB::iJ 



i^-Wi 



't'M 





rtmns 



^ 
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SPSCIAl AQmT NATHM L, 
Supsrvtsor in Charge 
FORSIGM LIAISON JIHIT, 
Liaiion S^otion, 
Donattio In^ellfgenoe Division 
aS-U, $9G&0 

LA: ^ 

With rtf€r$nc9 to'^lF^Ta'^^SiTai/ TIT^ of mi auaJyal^ 

of the $JJ!^Qtim»^ of the work of Supervisor i^irrin^ the Diremtor 
oommented, "I atlrtd for this at least a mi^ek a^#» Why <« .Jf^t that 
it has taken $o longp'^ ^^i ,^ 

^- ^'V ■ *- 

I reoeived a mem^ora^dum dated S/s/SS, authored by 3^^ion 
Chief Roach, which purported to be ob analysts of Ferris ' *'Workk 

I In my aMnion the analysis u?aa inadequate, because it waa^^nerely 
an approval of the effaotiueness of his work and did not reflect 
that an actual analytical review of his performance had biin M04e* 
I diecusYi^d this inadequacy with Belmont on 5/5/55 and returned i^ 
with specific ^instructions that his worlf actually be reviSfWed^ 

I neVt received a memorandum dated 5/9/55, prepared by 
Inspector leayj^ which reflected the results of an examination 
of the fiJ-fA ^d projects handled by Ferris. It mas Keay^s 
conclusion*^0iat Ferris should remain on this desk for a 60--day 
probationary period, at the end of which time a reanalyais 
^should be made of his work to see whether he had exhibited ^tf^ 
^aggressiveness needed to make the Mexican Border Coveragte^^ Program 
} effective. On the basis of the information auail^bok^ "^"^^ ^ /^-^ * 
fFerris should be removed, Oj^d requested further honsid^^j^i^h 
Inspector Keay. I t^ ' ' 

t received the a t't ^c K«Bfil*wfwRJfc du m dated 
which recommended the M^'^W^h^^'^j^'^^^ from 

desk and his tran^/^r "o '•#?ie'yF§pMripPtf(;yS'6fc!t4^h recommeH 

tVon did not make sense to me because, if it was c^gnBluded that 
he^^shouid be removed from the Foreign Liaison 
logical tb have hi^a^^unct ion as a sup^n^i^S9ri^ fb^jjEspionag^ 
asked "iltion^ $^ffl|^fir he or f^ ay .had ir^,.wJuteffiffal- 



■•^x 



Sec-tion.j,^ 

[Ferris a^iiS pinpointed to . . 
]the recommendation /dVbr^cn^.. 



ed W^I^lBi^ Belmont 

the Fjf^n liaiMm •" 

n*i-^This recommenaa-- 
was conBluded that 

des)ifUH!i2u><^0(i§:.ji: 
. i^ i^u^^P io naglfh %^7 N 



FerVi^iiis 



shortcomings^ H^M.Qh caused 



S' 



ijtk^ 









Af 



e 



Ferris had,n6.itfft(fn-^Pf int0r&4^e4^. 



rOh 



■t .';/., 



'"<9f \ 



h^' 



',^A 







Id 



11 }S 
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§3 Jimt4]B5S 



iV M Oi *na«// s 









fe^^ 



^\ 



(111 



t k*4 a »»ry /rank 4iMU$$i0tt »Hh Ferrt; J^Hm approstmattly 

I7t30 uniti X0i90 p»Uo, S/Ht/t^* Savural pofntt W9tm (Uvel9p»4 
during tftit ctf«ovi«l«iij» vMok art brttfly 9umnariM94 ktrtinc^fUr* 



I 



Appr§stnht0ly 6 months of ier the Mexican Border Coverage 
Progrcae mae ingtituted, Ferria beocme eupervieor of the Foreign 
Liat3on deeic, one of the duties of which wip this program^ Ferria 
points out that the Mexican Border Coverage Program was inetituted 
ith a high degree of eeoreoy beoauee of look of FBI jurisdiction 
develop informant o overage in Mexico^ this being wiihin the 



.b7D 



t 



J 



Initiallyj only one agent per border office waa assigned 
to this program. In 1949 the San Diego Office waa authorised 
to aaaign one additionaliogent, and in 1951 additional agenta 
were authoriMed for aaaignment in the San Antonio Office beeauae 
of the length of the Mexican border andihe obvious need for 
greater coverage* 

Ferris admits loch of foresight and planning in not 
recommending removal of some of the secrecy ^wrapa'^ from this 
program to permit rectifying admitted insufficiency of coverage. 
1 1 am compelled to conclude, t^fter discussion with Ferris, that 
' this blame should al^o be borne by Keay and Belmontm 

Upon questioning Ferris as to whether he recognised the 
inadequacy of the coverage and made any effort to correct these 
inadequacies, Ferris pointed out that he had written numerous 
letters to the field pointing out their inadequacies* I told 
Ferris this was obviously it\effective paper supervision, and 
inquired whether he had ever recommended any administrative 
action beeauae of theae ahortoominga. He stated he had not. 
He pointed out, however, that each time a border office SAC 
came to the seat of government for conference, he prepared a 
memorandum fof BelOnont, pointing out the inadequacies and making 
recommendation a for improvement of the coverage. He stated theae 
were informal memoranda for Belmont 's use. I asked whether he 
had any tickler copies and he stated most of them had been 
destroyed, but did exhibit ticklers of four such memoranda 
still in his possession. 

I reviewed these ticklers and find that one prepared by 
Ferris in March 1954 for Belmont^s use in conferring with 
SAC Q. B. Jforris, contains such statements as "It appears 
that the SAC has paid relatively little attention to this 
project up until the very recent past. " The memorandum, after 
pointing out that the August semiannual repo'rt of developmenta 




• 5 - 



in thiB project, du« Auguwt 1953, ma$ not Mubnitted until Deoemker 
19S3, further indicated that the lack of adequate attention woe 
further borne out by the fact that the Phoenix Office had only 
one informant utiliMed in connection with this progroM and that 
this informant mac of very limited valuer Ferris then has the 
etatenent, **Thi$ ie considered to be a very unimpressive showing, 

I particularly considering the fact that two agents are authorised 
to worK on this project**^ »*"erris continues in his memorandum for 
two pages to point out the inadequacies and that Phoenix should be 
instructed to take immediate effective steps* Certainly in this 
\\memorandum Ferris clearly pointed out to Belmont the inadequacies 
11 0/ the program in so far as the Phoenix Office was Goncerned* 

I In an informal memorandum for Belmont dated 5/81/5§ . 

to be used by Belmont in conferring with SAC U. ?• ChilFs of 
San Antonio, Ferric in three pages points out weaknesses in the 
coverage maintained b]j San Antonio, including lack of informants. 

Ferris, in an undated memorandum for Belmont ^s use in a 
discussion with SAC Galen Willis of San Diego, observes that 
San Diego has been making very good progress, and makes certain 
observations to insure that San Diego will ftirther increase its 
efforts. 

In another similar memorandum for belmont^s use in conferri ng 
with SAC C. W. Brown of El Paso (undated, but prepared Ferris 
believes in 1954), Ferris points out generally the improper approach 
being taken by the El Paso Office in securing coverage and gives 
observations as to the proper approach to be made. 

I asked Ferris many questions concerning this program and 
gained the distinct impression that Ferris appears to be very 
conversant with the situati on, is possessed of considerable 
entfiusiasm concerning the program, but has not obviously translated 
that enthusiasm into aggressive action* However, as indicated 
in the afore^mentioned memoranda cited, M--<^erJuiiai^-4)^.ialffiI.j?ltt^ 
to^ h is superio rs a ome of _the ehortcomings_gf_the^ p rogrogi • 

Ferris did not seek to excuse his lack of aggressiveness j 
nor did he seek to shift the blame to 3elmont and Keay. He was 
very forthright in his answers to some very frark questions I posed 
to him. 2^J£A&^J>llSXjed.^JiSi^:^ ^onolu si o n_ th at_ if ^I^Jie re to rec omme nd 
Ferr i s \j3Mdiate_jiqmg^^^ I MSUj^ii ^\effjoJt 

6T mdHTn g him ilie ^'goat^ i^..the^ si tuqtio n. 
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nrrU ^lkrm$ m th<$t if tllf SirM^9F4$oU§$ fh^i U 

f !!#<#* tflai *h^ terser ^yf/ttimt ^SM ^0 9ffiot af the l^pal 
iitoekt in M0MUf0 (fttff ptrfoim Mf/t^tiptly, and hi will r§oommen4 
approprtaf^ mtBiniatrotiv§ Mtion /or a»t d€ftcimoU$ netBd. 

I hana 9om$ doubts m to whiter Ferrin can suddenly acquire 
04 agfiTMBeiuwueee net previouBly demenetrated by hin einoe he took 
oiferthie desk in Deeember 194dm Bewewr, f tfp ff^i ifekAi f hs laek 

mof aggremet^eiiffm ^n tht^ ft^tire oroffrm is not shared solelujf^ 

il| jrtfrri^^ but ba Roaah^ Keay^ Belmpnt and nyself* . 

Belnont, tn his attached nemerandum dated S/j^/is^ points 
out that Ferris^ duties on tftt Fereiffn liaison diek^ in addition 
to handling the Border Coverage Program, consist hf supervision 
of the offioes of the Legal Attaches in Mexico Citl, Havan(^ 
and Rio de Janeiro, ctdsiinistratively , and Belmont \^oints out that 
the investigative oases in these countries are han}iled by sub-' 
stantive supervisors* He also has duties involving all offioes 
abroad, such as war plans, procedural natters oommm to all 
offices, home leave, security and effectiveness of ecmmunioations, 
and inquiries from other parts of the Bureau* Belmmt points 
out that the volume of the work on this desk is extrymely heavy* 
Belmont observes that the quality and sffectiveness \f the work 
of Ferris, for an extended period, on an over--all bae\is, seems 
good, with the exception of his handlina of the Borde\ Coverage 
Program. R^K.\9.o^<k (^- V.\e./. :.. 

SEOOMMENDATIONt' V, ^ ^i}^^ - ''-[ L. / ^)v6c ^ *^ ^' >* ^ 

It is recommended that Ferris remain on the Foreign Liaison 
Desk for a period of 60 days, after which time his work is to be 
reassessed, mttA the view to determining whether he haA afforded 
his work the aggressive attention essential to insure s\coess of 
the Mexican Border Coverage Program* 
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MEII CAW BORDER Cp^RAGX 

Jl«/trtnct is madt *o »y mejuoraFKiuni dated April 13, 1955. 

In aocordano^ mith ih^ Director's imsiT^cbions that the 
$ec0nd border coverage conferenGe be held not latet than June 1^ 1955^ 
ineff^uotione have been $ent to the field advising that the conference 
hae been tentatively scheduled for May S3, 24 and 25, 1955. The border 
offices and the Leg^l Attache's office have been instructed to submit 
l^eir suggestions for the agenda for that conference and the agenda will 
be drafted as soon as those replies are received. 

In connection with the submission of statistics relative to 
security subjects, all foreign offices have been instructed to submit 
such statistics relative to American Security Index subjects and American 
Espionage subjects under investigation in their countries inrj^onji^ction 
with the regular semiannual accomplishments reports. In ordUr th&t we 
may have on hand immediately an up-to-date set of such figu^s ^^cerning 
security investigations ih our foreign offices, those officer f&Ut been 
instructed to send in at once those statistics as of April JtS, u^9^e^ 




The Director inquired as to why the -Doijieetic ^yit^^^tfiffoe 
Division has not taken action to effect extension of the' Legal^^HrHache ^s 
security coverage (jt the northern part of Mexico, fh^ BeemenfAgency/? 
in Monterrey was opqfied to extend our coverage in northern^exii^^iin 1951^ 
Montermy is the largest city in that part of Mexico, we, hfkve efnsider^ 

fie wi^k there and a consulate exists which series as ff c over "^ for our 
ents^^lth€(ugh it is 150 miles south of the boriei^Lb We^^nom have' ^0"" '" 
enis assigned to Monterrey. Arrangements wereenirn^fimfniyma^e^f^f^^^ 
the S^ior Resident Agent at Monterrey to confer periedically with the 
ISkC at-^an Antonio and with San Antonio Agents handling investigations 
O^ong ^^e border in order that there can be coordination between the 
s:ecuriky investigations handled in the northern part of Mexico out of 
the Jftlaterrey Risident Agency and those of the border coverage Agents 
in ihft^San Antonio Division^ In 1952 a T^^Mjidsnt agency was also opened 
at Guaymas, ifexiCQj to handle coverage in^Wdno3twfcj|)|^f^n part t/MJ" 
country. That resident agency was closed when the Consu^aiMs aft (tudymas 
was eliminated by tA^ State Department antf^iaity-tfmistfff^^^^^^ 
^a resident agency at (Guadalajara out of which the west ^coaat road trip 
territory is handled i^p. cover criminal and sec^ritViWQrjk up to the 
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1 - Mr, Boardkttn 
1 - Mr. ^alMpnt 
1 - Mr, Ftrris 
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border area and to cover the 
by the west coaet highway^ 



Bureau subjects who arrive in Mexico 



On February 8, 1955^ the Legal Attache was instructed to 
transfer an informant to Nuevo Laredo from Mexico City if a suitable 
one could be founds or to ascertain from available informants in 
Mexico City the identity of an individual in Nuevo Laredo who would 
serve as a suitable informants The Legal Attache was again followed on 
this matter on March 16, 1955. The Legal Attache has likewise been 
instructed to draw up concrete plans for the further extension of his 
[U) security coverage in northern Mexico^ 

Mexico City is the focal point for security investigations 
in Mexico, as the headquarters of the Communist Party of Mexico/^nd the 
Soviet Embassy are locqted there. We have built up our coverage in 
Mexico City over a period of several years and last fall the Legal Attache 
h]jy was authorised to begin an intensified coverage of Soviet activities^n^ 
Mexico City^l This coverage relates not only directly to subversivefp^ 
activities ill Mexico City but since Mexico City is the center of Cowaunisf 
(j^ajid SovieiQactivities it is closely related to security investigations 
along theborderm 

The question of security coverage by the Legal Attache 's office 
in the northern part of Mexico mas included on the agenda of the border 
coverage conference held at El Paso in January, 1955, and it is being 
placed on the agenda of the May, 1955, conference and it will be given 
primary consideration by that conference. 

The Director inquired as to who has been in charge of the 
border coverage program. In answer to the Director's question, this is 
to advise ihat the program has been handled in the Domestic Intelligence 
Division. The administrative aspects of the program are supervised in 
the Liaison Section, and have been since its inception, in connection 
with the Foreign Liaison program. Inspector V. P. Keay was in charge 
of the Liaison Section until June, 1954, when SA R. R. Roach became 
Chief of the Section. SA Nathan L. Ferris has been the supervisor in 
charge of the Foreign Liaison Desk. I and Inspector Keay continue to 
maintain over-all supervision of the entire program. 

iiSince December^ 1948. 
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and censure 
ineffective 
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recoBwaend censure on^ probation for SA\Ferria, 
for Roaoh, Xeay, Bslinont and Boardnan, for their 
supervision of the Mexican Border Coverage Program, 
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MBKOHAMDIDi fOft lilt. TOLSOK 

MK. mnMmrt 



ift r#fft^ te til* «na#liiftit 
from Mro litlxMMit to Mr. Whmt4mmmi 

thmt ttmrm kmt lM»e& to* tnitcli Itlt t* Mtmqpttoft 
•peelficso 



of May U, 19S5, 



not measured up to Ite rii«poiMtilitlitte« asuijpMd Um^ l^t It* c^jriadidy 9li#ul4 
tt0C b* mad» «be "^fMil!^ ^f^^'^^^ tk*** i^i^Mw^wi^ ii^Al if tt*t fr*at*ir xmMpam^ 
aiUUty, ttsmely* M«J^fe^»;^ft*Mh,)(Mr»^|k^ cMnptet^lr 

ifQar*4 tbeir r««p0aiibiiili##« 

Letters ef ceaeure* if not elxem4y eeat, slieuld be 
eddreaaed to Messrs. Ferris* Ree$li» Keejr* Belx3»Mit, end Bomrdnatte* mm 
to the gross misiieiidlii^ of the Mejdeeft Border Ce^^rege PregrMA. 

It is my desire ttMUt bettceferth sueli coafsrenees, es Mr* 
Belnieait etotes he hes held ivltli verioms Specie! Ageate in Charge » he reduced 
to writis^ end be co»ftrmed by written insttnctions to the Speeiel Agent in 
Charge where it is necessery. As Um Mtantion eiiets new^ the imvectors, 
who ere inspecting ^m border ofiSices loefltfaig Into the Border CoTerege 
Progrem« find tittle or no snrtdenco of inetmctions or |ir<^»or £oUow<»xiy &om 
WeeUingfeon mad there is no record here thet snch ineCmctions were ornily 
issued to the respective Spi^inl Agents in Charge when they were here for 
conferences. . ^- j T!; 7Z^~"' 

As regards Sn^orvi^ir feistofhe^ntbwedessii^uaAe^ 



ToIs«p ^ 

Bodc^nian _ 

Nichols 4he Foreign Liaison Desk for a period ^ ftd dsiyj|i)J(nWitl s|^ree^to this 

hllbo" JAlhe meantime I want the inspectieii Division to immediateiy nud&e a"ch#ck 

Wohr __ 
Parsons 
Rosen 
Tamm __._ . _ 

Si/oo - . 

Wiflterrowd __ 
Tele. Room 
HoUoman ..^^ 
Gtxdy 



of-what he has done in the past in snpervising fereijoi UaisoiLvrork bruise I 
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TO 



t yn^ TOLS 



»OM t R. T. HARBO 




mi^acT: SUFEIiVlSJON OF 
B7 SA ^AfE&n I. 

Backgrom d of f0rri$ and 



Miiies : 



Entered on duty ll/^/^O; appirfnted ^ 

(Liuited) lO/l^/klj appointed Special AgMrvt l/lb/kS <3n^ 4^a|f^ 
Domestic Intelligenx^e Division; subsequently assigned tQvM^€m^^^.^^^ 
City; Santiago^ Chile; Mexico, and Done $ tie Intelligence- M'0M^^^^ 
Currently in charge of Foreign Liaison superwisi^ and ha^ 0n^ 
other Ager^t subordinate to him. Gb'^I^j nonoetej^n. Placed on 
pro^batiot^ll/2d/3!) f^^ ineffective supervision c^ Conmun'^t 
inf^rmMnt coverage along the Mexican border* iil^. ^h^'ifi Ferris 




IS 



^onaiSiired as one cf the myst -experienced S'^^iiftpl^ees tn 
foreign Liaison operations; adept at handling* i^btiog^e and 
tro^leso^f problems; recomiaended for further* administrative 
adv^.oenent (3/jl/55)^ Censured 3/22f3^ fot inatcu^cy in a 
mem9:raridu^j[ coumencied 12/9/^k fo^ handjin . visit otl{eo:ican 
Attorney ^neral to Washington; cornnended 3/3^/5k /or handling 
visit of "^ban official, humerous statements on file thath:F^rrt^ 
is a valuable man on his present assignment. InspectorJ^'anal^^f^ 
shoy)s Ferris ,, to be singularly qualified for foreign liaison 
superyis'ion % virtue of nast experience.^ Jf-nowledge^ and ten^'^ra^eM 

Peravnal d uties of -^'^^f *.^ j^V fiH^lfBi^ "/* dupvrvia^g 
Mexico City (ik Agenih, 11 c^ienS^^^f^i^l^r^^^avana ($'Ag«'*tP, 2 ^, 

I si«n^;^iip€rvise9>on« «tS.fP ;j 
woyfj^^TOiSii; foreign nam« <?i^<|J||| 
for police and intelligence agenoieai liats©§' 
fcrei§fif poli^ and intelligence authorities} foreign vtsitOfT^ ;- 
at SOG; 'i^ordtnation by examining all outqc^ina i|^,fif,y^ ;ftf ftg 
fr^Gsk'legal ms^Qhss, ^ < s* ■ - /^ 'f'y^-'^S//'^ 



stenos); Rio oe Janeiro (1 Agent j 
Agent assigned to foreign liaipir^^wo) 
and investig^i^ione 



,Qlf'/j:y. In his 'idperviM^'ol^^ 
Fetffs dotfif-^.^s a gene^&ljQodrdim^^ jfji ',tha$,,rpi^e^iigati 



ff^ 



p ^are ^%pervi4¥&s,hy substmtip^ 
^ ari ^Supervised'hy AdMinistra'tWM< 

Adnini^/trativ/^ i 



y^t^ 



are s^ervised 
cci Mr 




oy 
Boardman 






personnel 
s 



matters^ 
upplies ar\d^im^s^eg^ 
Gemr&lly mfmXin. 



'*; 



"^^^^^f 



^■^fi 





prtci#afe is that Ferri$ keeps generally infonne<i of aotippi^ 

in each of the offices but the primary supervisory responsibility^ 
rests with other divisions at the SOQ as to each phase of aotiviti 
except: Ferris personally supervises Communist coverage along thi 
Mexican border; authorises the use of informants in the three 
offices; confers with foreign liaison Agentm when at SOQ; handles 
inquiries frovt other parts of the Bureau about liaison operations; 
prepares budget and^ annual report viaterial; War Flans of all 
offices; heme Isauei regulations; special allowances and legislative 
benefits to employees abroad; security and effectiveness of 
communications channels with foreign offices. Ferris is responsi-^ 
ble for providing training to new employees going on foreign 
assignment and ma^^ing appropriate arrangements such as passports^ 
inoculations and shipment of effects. He handles field relations 
with other agencies whenever they relate to foreign matters. 

Ferris' overtime during the past six months averaged 
J hourSj 33 F'i^utes daily^ 
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Weaknesses of Ferris^ Past and Present : 



1. Daily Bureau records show that until June, 195ki 

I Ferris, as supervisor in charge of foreign liaison, had not 
demanded projnpt repajment of fu nds j^dvojiQed tQ cjml QMessJ^I 
^foreign ass\Qrment » Some repa^^snt^ had not been ma d e even after 
a l apse of a u^ar : since June, l^^k^ these accounts liave^heen 



lia hd 
does 



If 



d properly, 
not consider 



Assistant Director, 
ihe lapse of time in 






Be^moni . notes that he 

— ^ re ^ogj /mgnt of fund . 

advances as reflecting upon thequaliiryolf s uper vision by Ferris . ,. 
but rather that an erroneous po lic:^ hadleen followed prior to 
June. , i9^/ /.,« a3 the Bureau' s pol j c y c^hange d at tMA 
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3 



2: 



and 



OS re 
current inquiry. 



£ela^ in 
aubaequentl 







I 



:b7D 



]. 



ccordinc to Bureau recOrdsi 



II 



Inspector 

10/ 28/ 5k 



3. The Legal Attache at Rio de Janeiro from ly:jO - 
19i?i) '^as Martin Carlsen; replaced in April, 1955s because of 
ineffective operations. An inspection was made at Sio by 

r J9« C. Brovjn and a summary of his findings submitted 
recommended replacement of CarlsenM Ji }p:;^Ti\qfiths ' , 
sumntartes which had been -submitted bu the Legal Attache at 
hio previously reflected ineffective operations. Ferris 
recognised inadequacies of Rio Legat and same called to 
Bio officers attention 9/20/5I1. Although Ferris was not 
reejjonsible for the supervision of the Bio off ice qt -phaif ^ 
tir^' he was supertyisor in charge of all the foreign liaison 
offices, and it appears that he snouid nave recognised the J 






\X 




dfficitnoies sooner^ Aaaiafant Director Belmon 
during J.9S4 the Iii<^ office was suo ej-i^i^tid hu Rd 
and had prj .-t^ -.-•-.-.. ..--,— ,., — .• - ..^ 

Charge, ilio 

dl0/2>r/54 re 



_ .III II II ^n - -~-^-- U^m -'-"■ T 'T T -~ 

and had primxi^y responsibility under Fe 
Charge. Pomesiic InteJLligence Division 




rris^ the Su :ervi$or in 
submitted a memorandum 




delinquencies over an S^month period considei^d prior to May 
1955^ had ranged from a high of 44t in December 1954 to a low 
of 33% in January 1955. Ferris followed up the administrative 
report of February by letter instructing efforts should be made 
to reduce the delinquencies. This was by letter 4/26/55. 
Assistant Lirector Belmont points out a lthouc^h the ^ 2 el ingu enc ii^ 
figures woj.ld be considered hign for domestic of ft 'c'es^ they are 
not considered unneces^arilY^^h for a foreton office as a 
foreign ^^^ce fust coj^r lead§ /^hifoiigh infcmani:s. 




coverage 



for which Ferris is Dersonally^espons^ 
adjudicated by the Bureau and Fc.>rris was 
nrobati on. 




H 

Uexican border 



le hav^\Aeen preuioiisly 
censure'': and olaced on 



6. Detailed analysis of uork of Ferns inciudi ng' 
review of ?8 cases (2\i name checks and 43 police cooperation 
or invesiigvtive nattcraj during current inspection revealed 
nadelinaue ncies or delcu^* Analysis of othc^ phases of suoer- 

ters well handlea. 



vision 



guet 

7^< 



erriT 
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Performance of Kio de ^Jane i ro^ Hcivana^ Ilexicq C i tiu U)h ich of fie es 
are Supervised by Ferris : 

Statistical Accomplishments for Rio^ Havana 
and Mexico City for the Last Six Months of 1954 



Recoveries 
Autos Money ^alue 

Rio 

Havana 1 j>' 1^800 

Mex. City 34 ^68,520 






Fug it i ues 
Located Delinquency(4/30/S5J^ 

42.66% 

61 39.75^ _ .:^\ 



Inspector detected no delinquencies in performance or 
supervision of Rio, Havana, or Mexico City attributable to Ferris. 



• 
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Qonc2u$ions as to f^rformance of Superuisor Ferris : 

Delinquencies mentioned hereinbefore have been preuiousli 
Hnown toi the Bureauj no new ones developed during current inquiry^ 
Inspector evaluated all phases of work of Ferris and found that 
Ferris is singularly qualified for his present assignment; shows 
enthusiasm, excellent working knowledge of liaison operations; 

I appears to be competent. Ferris assures more vigorous supervision 
and attention to details in fiiture to eliminate recurrence of type 
of weaknesses which have • occurred earlier* As to the weaknesses 
of Ferris regarding border coverage. Inspector holds Section 
Chief Baa oh. Division #i Man Jean ^ Assistant Director Eel Mont and 
Resistant to yhe Director Boardman jointly re sponse bl i uilVIT 
Terrie : Roach^ Keay and Be Imp ni were aware 6 fJKr 
di d not take the necessaru steps to have them co^r 

'Defic I enc les on'^iire' p aft 



f 



lo eamesses^ 
re^ted ^wi th 

0? 



but 



these 



regard -po Border GoveraQe . 

superiors of Ferris have already been adjudicated^ 

ciirrenPly on probatton and the Director 
has\siuthori2ed continuation of Ferris on the Foreign Liaison/ 



ECOhmENDATIOM : 

1. Ferris is cXirrenf^ly on probati 
puthori2ed continuation of Ferris on the 




Desk ^or 
of Fer 
on forei 



period of 60 days pending a check as to 
work. It is recommended that Ferris be 
liaison duties. 



other ph(;tse's 
continued 
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#i^v-.':c. : 



^aokpround 0/ Ferris 

FerriM SOD 11/3/30; appoinUd Special Agent (L) 10/15/41; 
Special Agent 1/16/43; supervieor Bince 1945^ He i$ 08^14, non^ 
i^eteram^ Superiore have described hin as conacientioue, has 
depth in handling intricate and troubleeome problena, ia one 
of the moat es:perieu^ed Seat of Government employees on foreign 
liaison operations and recenmended for further adninistrative . 
advancement (3/31/55)^ 

Statistics 

He supervises three offices. Bio de Janeiro, Mexico 
City and Havana^ Acconplishments for those offices for the last 
six months of 1954 are as follows: 



Recoveries 
Autos Money Value 
Rio 

Havana 1 $ 1,200 

Max. City 34 $66,520 



Fupitives 
Located Del inquency(4''30^55) 
42.66% 

3 35^11 

81 39^75 



Inspector detected no delinquencies in performance 
or supervision of Rio, Havana, or Mexico City attributable 
to Ferris^ 

StatistXcs show very productive results for the 
first six months of the fiscal year in all foreign liaison 
offices^ 131 fugitives located, recoveries totaling $153,312. 
Statistics are made primarily in Mexico City Office which 
has functioned effectively in locating important fugitives, 
including ffus Hall, and a Smith Act subject for the San Juan 
Office. 

Name checks and foreign police inquiries handled 
by the Foreign Liaison Unit amount to an average of 250 per 
month. 



Liaison Desk Suj^ervision 
(See next page) 
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^c has bean on the Foreign Liaison Desk §ince 12/l5/k6* Se 
has 'been Supervieor in Charge of th% Foreign LiaiBon Desk since 
September, 1951* — — -^ — 

Seventy-^bmo cases were reXneioict hy^ihe^Inspector lohioh 
had been handled personally bg Ferris. These J2 divided as folloios: 
29 name checks^ k3 individual cases - police cooperation and 
investigations. Accurcmy of information reviewed in If cases^ Mf 
delinquencies noted concerning handling of 72 cases. Ho instances 
of delay noted. 

I. Until June J 1954> Ferris had not demanded prompt repayment 
of advances of funds to employees on foreign assignment. Prior to 
that time advances in some instances were not repaid for over one 
year after they mere granted. In June^ 195hj fi^s employees were 
delinquent in fund^advance repayments. One from Legat in Paris. 
Four from Mexico City office. One employee in Mexicc City office^ 
William T. Moore^ Clerk, received advance in Januari, on transfer 
to office and requested return to states and resigned. Advance 
account settled in Sept., lS5k^ 

Since June, 195kj t-month rule in effect for repayment of fund 
advances by Foreign Liaison offices. Ferris has followed this 
matter closely since June. Uo employees ut^w in Foreign Licison 
delinquent in repayment of advances. Since June^ Assistant Director 
Belmont states he does not consider this as a reflection on loose 
supervision by Ferrts but that it reflects before June, I9^>i4.j an 
erroneous policy had been follpwed. Bureau's policy as to the j^^^ 
S^month rule was clarified at iliat time. 



2. Ferri s was ojsnsured in 1950 for weakness 
in dispatching !^ 
memoranda had been' held for three weeks^ 



m 



procedure^ 



J. The Legat from 1$^0 until 1955 ^^ ^^^ ^s Janeiro was 
Martin Carlsen. He u)as replaced in ^pril, J955j because of 
ineffectiveness. ,A review by the Inspector ofthe S-^month 
summary report of accomplishments from the Bio de Jcnefjio 
office reflected that the delinquency of cases had increased^ 
investigative coverage was insufficient^ and the summary named 
individuals who were contacts of the Legat but the sunmary 
did not reflect any result of these contacts. Although Ferris 
was not 'personally supervising Rio during l$5k^ he was Super^ 
visor in Charge of the unit and should have recogni^ea the 
incomplete S-mo nths ' summaries which had been furnished by tae 
Bio office. SA I \ was immediately responsible 

for supervising Bio ana the incomplete summary of J/l/j^k was 
called to Rio Legates attention $/20/^k. Inspector B. C. Brown 
made an inspection of the Rio office and in his summary 
10/2S/^U recommended Carlsen be replaced. A mencrandum from 
Fomestic Intelligence Division lp/2'j/^l^^ made a recommendation 
to replace Carlsen^ 




he 



•. 



p?^ 







4. Jnapection of Mexico City, May, 1955, reflects offioe (8 mos.) 
delinquencies range from high of 44% to low of 33% in January. 
The only follow^^up of the general delinquencies from the Bureau 
(The Foreign Liaison Desk) relates to the February delinquency 
report which was dated 4/^6/55. Assistant Director Belmont states 
he does not consider present delinquency figures in Mexico City 
as unnecessarily high as work nust be done through informants 
and office cannot be gauged by domestic delinquency figures. 

Responsibilities of Superiors : 

Inspector asked Ferris if his superiors had ever pointed 
out to him that any of the programs handled on the Foreign Liaison 
Desk were improperly handled or receiving inadequate attention. 
Ferris stated he had discussed procedures to imorove programs handled 
on the Foreign Liaison Desk but no particular program had been 
pointed out as being inadequate. He said his superiors had pointed 
out inadequacies concerning the informant coverage along the Mexican 
border. 

ilessrsm Roach, Keay and Belmont were asked by the 
Inspector if they considered Ferris had inadequately handled duties 
assigned the Foreign Liaison Desk. Keay and Belmont stated that they 
had not considered Ferris derelict in his supervisory duties and 
responsi bilitiesm Both pointed out they would have noted such 
deficiencies in his personnel ratings if they had considered his 
work unsatisfactory. Section Chief ^oach stated he considered 
Ferris to have been competent and aggressive as a supervisor in all 
types of the Foreign Liaison Desk's operations with the exception 
of the Border Coverage program. Each of Ferris* superiors stated 
they shared the^ responsibility for inadequacies concerning the 
Border Coverage program. 

Besponsibilities of Ferris : 

Responsibilities of Ferris were outlined in a memo 
Belmont to Boardman 5/9/55 as follows: 

* %eGal Attache Office Supervision of - 

Mexico City (l4 Agents^ 11 Steno^clerks), Havana (3 Agents^ 
2 Stenos) and Rio de Janeiro (l Agenty 1 Steno). 
Administrative Matters 

Expense accounts (Personal and Office), Office rental 
arrangements and general expenses, supplies and equipment - cor- 
resDondence and arrangements to obtain/ follow through to make sure 
properly shipped if sent from U»S. (including automobiles, etc.), 
miscellaneous problems arising in administration of foreign policy. 




a 



m 




Productiviliii and Justificatim 

Follow productivi-iy of offices through monthly 
adminiatrative reporta and other devices u$ed for domeBtic field 
a« well as through semiannual reports. Also reviews incoming mail 
from all offices for productivity and for potential problme ef 
an adninietrative nature er ones that affect the functioning of 
our operarbione mbreadm Preparation of fuetiftcation nemoe ae 
neededm 



(U) 



Personnel 

Submission of recormendations for Administrative 
Division^ consideration re personnel for foreign offices and 
qualifications needed employees. 

Training and preparation of new personnel selected for 
foreign assignment including arrangements for passports^ 
inoculations^ shipment of belongings, etc. 

Office personnel matters (replacements for persons on 
leave J /etc.) b2 



(U) 



B 



Informants 




hlE 



(U) 



r 



h 



^T^Tx 

Mainte-riance of inXorMan't card file 




Mfil jxtions w ith Other Afje noies Ab road 

Handling field relations with other agencies and natters 
arising involving relations with the Embassy and with 
foreign police and intelligence agencies. 

Mail 

Review all outgoing mail from other Sections of Bureau 
for policy and procedures for transmittal to foreign offices. 



- e - 



'.'^r; 



i>Mi,^^t^^ 






'-'^K?;-^^^": 



generoJ Foreign Ziai$^n M^fterM 



Handle matters pertaining to all offices: 




■"'ym 



1. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 



7. 

Projects 



War plans for all offices^ 

General Adninistrative and procedural vtatters common 

t0 all offices^ 

Home leave regulations. 

Special allowances and benefits under legislation re 

employees abroad. 

Security and effeQtiveness of channels of communication 

with foreign offices. 

Handle inquiries from other parts of Bureau re 

facilities and channels available through Liaison 

offices and information on established policies and 

procedures (necessary as many Supervisors handle 

foreign leads only occasionally and so call Foreign 

Liaison Desk for information). 

Preparation of budget and annual report mxiterial. 



Co7itmunist Coverage Along the Mexican Border (General 
administration) 

Authorisation for use of informants 

Review of six months^ progress report (now SO^-day reports) 

Conferences with Agents and SAC^s when at SOG for 
In-Service and conferences* 

Preparation of rough draft memos for use of officials 
in discussing program with SAC^s. 

Duties as 'Supervisor in Charge 

Monthly delinquency check 

Monthly unit check (property, etc.) 

Periodic destruction of ticklers 

General supervision clerical personnel (2 clerks)^' 

Foreign Liaison Desk duties are primarily those of 
coordination* Substantive case supervision responsibilities uohich 
would reflect the results of production and value of informants 
in individual matters are handled by the substanti ve supervisors /■ 
in Divisions 5 and 6. "' 




^ ^/ ^ 
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(U). 

r^Informant9 

rr — 




:b2 
:b7E 




IH/or»a«*a iiii.p0r}}i$ed by Ferris are as follotos: 




Su pervis ion ^by^ J^er^is of All G /fices 

Hereinafter ia a chart prepared from a review of the 
abstracts of all outgoing communications to the Foreign liaison 
offices for the four^month period, - January to Mayj 1955. 



(jlo^rh ?^^^^ /^^ 



(see chart on next page) 
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Co^niiunicatiorn 
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^^^M 


5 to i^a 


^^^H 






mtracU Outgoing 


mJJ omcES 

. January 1, 195^ 


y 1, 1955 (4 

rr J 1 jtiJ 


mnilii) 




i^««^S.o»r»,J f^ 
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Ho, Eanim 
Jl/ Ferrii 


fd«oditneafii<J«i». 
let J fic*^**' 
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«nd«d, 
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353 


507 


146 


97 


450 
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27(nont 





iniGo Ciiy 
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I 


12 


22 


2 


2 





Mrii 
mion 
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JO 
109 
206 
118 


9 

97 

253 

96 

8 
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12 
53 
22 

6 


26 
25 

28 
20 


135 

231 

146 

34 
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12 
8 





3 










14 
6 


1 
1 

5 

in 


18 
8 


24 
45 


5 
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^Uburg 
Myi 


37 

27 


36 
i?2 


w 

22 
22 


49 
9J 


1 
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69 
44 


39 
34 


10 


26 


70 


25 
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^^^^^B 







Out 0/ X89f item$ 0/ outgoing C0rr|||o^#j|4* ITtrrij 
handled Z79 0r 14%^^ lD€Mline§ mere i#t in 34 in$tanc08 or 
19% 0/ tftwe handled by fti»u SevJti? iAoti^a »o action i£Kirran*ed*,*^ 
jldainiatratiu^ action «?at rtQ^mnended ^mi approved in three 
inetancee by menerai^mii frem Ferrie regarding improper handling. 
of Border Coverage jPrograiUm 

The re are present ly 8 eapervieore in the Foreign 
Liaieon nnit^ I I and jr* i* ferrie. Ferrie supervisee 

the three latin i^Mrioan offices, Rio de Janeiro, Havana and 
Mexico City^ Jhe latter two offices are investigative in scope 
and Droduction priwirily, of statistios, is made in these two 
offices^ The remaining 8 ctffices are principally of a liaison 
character^ 

Ferris supervises War Plans in all foreign liaison 
offices^ Delinquencies in not promptly sending War Plans by 
Legat, Some, and Legat, Mexico City, were pointed out. File 
reflects clans have been forwarded from these two Legate and 
Ferris set deadlines in order that these two items would be 
received without undue delay. 

As of May 1, 19,55, there were 88 S cases pending in 
the foreign offices supervised by Ferris^ however, moat of these 
cases are of a substantive type and are therefore supervised 
by the substantive supervisor and Ferris has only coordinating 
responsibility. ' 

The volume of the work is reflected in part from a 
review of the abstracts of incoming communications from foreign 
liaison offices. For the 4-^month period January 1, 1955, to 
May, 1955, figures are as follows: 



"1^' 



(See chart next page) 

Observations Concerning Qualifications of Ferris : 

Ferris^ overtime in past 6 months haa amounted to 
3 hours 35 minutes daily. He has been continuously described in 
performance ratings as devoted, conscientious, loyal, adept in 
handling intricate and troublesome problems, and singularly qualified 
for handling foreign liaison matters. He has been recommended 
for further administrative reBponsibilities^ 
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95 
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5*5 
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*8 

u 

6,2 
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SALASr MATTSRS - TOREiaN LIAISON mFICES 



Personnel 



Name 



f^osition 



Grade Salary 



(Austria) 

Cornelius A^ Moun ihan Liaiser^ Representative 



(Brasil) 
Martin Carlsen 
John J. Mannion 

I n 

(Canada) 

Glenn H. Bethel 



[ 



(Cuba) 

W. Clair So ears 
Clark Dm Anderson 
John J. ifachter 



Clerk (Steno) 



(ordm to San Diego, Cal^ 3/28/55) 
Legal Attache 
Stenographer b6 



Liaison Representative 
Stenographer 



Legal Attache 

Asst* Leral Attache 
M h fi 



(England) 

John A. Cimperinan 

J. Philip O^Brien 



(France) 

Rolland 0. L^Allier 
Wm. T. Brooking, Jr. 
Robert Cm LaBossiere 



(Germany) 
George A. VanNoy 



(Italy) 

Peter J. Cattaneo 



Clerk (Steno) 



ft 



be 



[ 



Legal Attache 
Asstm Legal Attache 
Secretary (Steno) 



Legal Attache 
Asstm Legal Attache 

^ 9t ft ft 

Secretary ( Steno) 
Steno'-translator 



Liaison Representative 
Stenographer 



Legal Attache 
Secretary Stenographer 



GS-15 

Gs-e 


$10, 800 
4,670 


GS'15 
G3-13 
GS'S 


10,800 
8,960 
4,160 


GS'ld 
GS-7 


10,600 
4,330 


GS'IS 
GS-14 
GS-13 

GS-a 


11, 300 
9,600 
8,760 
5,180 
4,745 


GS-15 
GS-14 

Gs-e 

GS-G 


11,050 
9,600 
5,370 
5,245 


GS-16 

GS-14 

GS-14 

GS-8 

GS-6 


11,050 
9,600 
9,600 
5,120 
4,670 


GS-16 
GS-d 


10,600 
4,670 


GS-14 
GS-6 


9,600 
4,995 
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t. 



^:M 



(Uexioo) 

John N, Speakta 
Edwin X. Smtet 
William T. fiaArer 



[ 



[ 



[ 



] 



Wade S. Knapp 
Rolf L. Larson 

I ZZl 

Joseph T. Genco 
James T, Baverty 



Poeition 



Legal Attache 
Aae't. " " 



Henry C* Johnson 
George F. Uunro 
Joseph B. Oarcia 



J .Special Ass't. to Consul 

General 

Ass^t. Legal Attache 
n w ff 

ff ft tf 

I Special AssH. to Consul 

General 
Special Ass^t^ to Consul 

General he 

Assistant Attache 
ff ff 

Specm AssH^ to Consul Gen, 

Ass H. Attache 
ff ff 

Receptionist (Steno) 
Clk. (Stenoprapher) 
Administrative Clerk 
Assistant Chief Clerk 
Stenographer 



ff 

ff 



.b6 



Administrative Clerk 
Conm. Code Clerk 
Stenographer 
Clerk 



Gr qde 



GS-15 
GS-14 

GS-14 
GS-14 

GS-14 
GS-14 
GS^14 
GS^14 

GS-14 

GS^14 
GS^14 
GS^14 

GS^lS 

Gs-a 
GS-e 

GS^7 

as^7 

GS^7 
GS-7 
GS^7 
GS-7 
GS-7 
GS^7 
GS^6 



Salar y 



$11,5S0 

10,200 
9,800 
9,800 

9,300 
9,800 
9,60Q 

9,600 

9,600 
9, 600 
9,600 
8, 760 
8,760 
4,870 
4,620 
4,955 
4,580 
4,455 
4,455 
4,330 
4,805 
4, SOS 
4,805 
4,895 



(Spain) 

Joaevh E» Prealev Leg al Attache 



[ 



JiS«cretarj^ Steno, 



( Japan) 

Harold L, Child, Jr, Legal Attache 
I I Special Employee 



he 



aS'is 

GS'8 



as-14 
as- 10 



11,300 
5,370 



9,600 
0,500 



"IS- 



"•-^^'^"-^'^"^^^^^^^^^^H^ 



ih^itililftiWiiii 




It will be not$d th$ avenge ^ierioal $alar^ in 
/Breign offices aueunte t0 $49B8. Tk% AQ%nt ealary average in 
foreign of ficee mounts to $10,018 annually * The average salary 
of Agents and etenos at the SOG on 4^30^55 wa$ as follows: 



Agents 
Stenos 



as-'ia 
as^4 



$6980 
3502* 



During the fiscal year 1954 in addition to salaries 
$56j035 was paid to employees on foreign assignment for 
quarter's allowance. Total clerical salaries in Foreign Liaison^ 
offices is |li3,747. Total Agent salaries ^n -orf^inn Liaison 
offices is $300,548. Total silaries paid in foreign liaison 
offices is $414,280. 

Foreign Liaison Desk poi-its out that yrx.Lde and scHaries 
of clerical employees approvea by Job Description sheets. 
Offices having one Agent and one stenographer require that 
steno act as receptionist; chief clerk) typist: code clerk and 
particular reliance must be placed on the employee in witters 
concerning security of documents and ref'Orts. Salaries paid 
to personnel in foreign offices considered by Liaison Section as 
comparable to other Government agencies. 

rroauction: 



j,^' 



produce 



There 
most of 



two offices J 
statistics. 



■ity office reflects the following: 



Havana and Mexico Oity^ which 
A detailed review of the Mexico 



(See chart next page) 
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STITISTICS miCO MGAI (Bufile 6M532-1131) Let t» Btt 147-55 
La«t Sii M06, Calendar Year 1954 (July thru Dec, 1954) 

fugitives 





Mexico City 


(M 


i SS dtliB(» loottei 


Clan 


i 


25 


33 


42 


9 


52 


1 


U 


3 


8T 


2 


M 


2 


106 


1 




Total T 



itttei RioiT, 14 Tala* |23|850,00 



niH SS 11*1 detieiei 9 



Guadalijara R»3 i* 



U5 



Cars Reo, 8 Value $11,590,00 



Monterrey R, i. Total) 

cl i -1 

25 3 22 

26 3 a 
42 2 

T Tcialir 

12 COrS Value f??, 720. 00 efc,r2D 



"I, Arrest of Smith Aot Subject (Puerto Rioo) Ramon Mirabal Carrion 
2, irreit of I,0« Hi Jtt746 Ibrahaa John Hinton 



SS del k Hi 

hilhor tkan 21 doBOjtio f,0« for like period, 
34 autii (same a Buffalo office " • \ 

Dttri«< the pait year saae oheokj and foreign invests, increased from 2314 in Mar. 

to 3052 
for year 8adin| Maroh, 55, 
(kKaiei peidin( all I,o|at3 3/53 1320 

W; • iff A/C.C ,,,e 



for year ending Mar. 53 



4/55 



1715 



« 






Set out fellowing Spnopafa, 



PERMANENT BRIEF OF SA NATHAN i. FERRIS ENCLOSED 




May 3, 19SS 



i^(m 



Mrm Alan Mm Belmont 

Federal Bureau of Inueettgation 

Waehington^ B^ Cm 



hlB 






Bear Mr^ Belmenti 

I have carefully coneidered the facte relating ta 
a prapoeed letter to all Special Aaente in Charge re garding 
revised thumbnail $kfteh^§ on the \ I and the 

\ which had been prepared by an 

agent under your euper^iaioum I have noted that you reviewed 
and ii»Drot>tfd thim prnpammii letter although the eketch on the 



concealed the identity of an individual mho 

had furniehed information pertaining to that organiMation 
notwithetanding exieting inmtruetione that eourcee of data 
utilieed in such eketchee be eet out^ 

I cannot emphaeime too etrongly the need for the 
higheet degree of care in the preparation of letters of thia 
naturom Accordingly, X ahall expect you to see to it that 
pereennel under your euperviaion comply family jMth existing 
instructions in the future preparation of suchmlerttersm 

fery truly youlrf, / ^, 

'^ r 'Co / - 



H«rfcc 

Mohr . 



I)C¥:klm 
(4) pA^ 




Kdga:- Hc'cver^ 






Jtohn Sdgar Mooivr 



Birector 5 

Ki* 4 



IMI^ ' 37f 



^-^^Med on memo^ fr^m 

Mu,n. BelMJDnt to Boardmcn 



CFWibawilfj 



% 



Parsois 

Rosen 

Tamm 

SJ200 



TFinterrowd 

Tele. Room 

olloma '-x^ - 
ndy IS 



cc: Mr* Boardman (Personal Attention) i^i Ji 

Note: Movement Unit has advised that Mr* ^^WP^^ "^"^ '^^ ^^ *^ 
Boston 5'^3^55 and in Nemark 5~4~55 and t?ieri?^^^-f*^-fj^ to 

Washington, D. C* Therefore, the above letter is being addressed 
to Mr* Belmont in Washington, D* Co 

^'M^n 1/955. - r^ •> 



^ 



,.L JUJJil. JJUIl 



:v 



imOM *Kr, 




iMIim) STATES 



mngaa-. THWiTijI^IL 3K;7CG.HES OF 

SUBVS'idtVE O-'-Cly^IIZATI ONS 
IITTERNAX, SECIPaTY - C 
Bufile>:L00-72i 




TMire was attached to k memorandum dated 3-29-1^5 in 
ep,'* proposed SAC Letter retlsinc thumbnail 
T f^!»Rfg Rfed t ' Ke l ' ?eld 'onT!ie TIKgyiTWoS-'CTub 
^ Sf^Tft Book Corporation (V/BC)> The revlslbn c on- 
dsted of ^eletj^f* data re those organizations furnished by H^pvey 
Matusow. S^'*^ other current thumbnail sketches furnished the field 
ftpntaixi ofta foom ^'atusowe 



the oapt 



an 




b'o 

hic 

hlD 



r3 



adi4rey3e^o.f [ 



<The j&etch on thej" 

|which w"ere furnished by 



Ir.ontainfid the nreaent and na^t 



[in which the I I was located, "^'he Identity .-ef this 



inajLvI<^ual w a3' ^once |iled by bhe use qf^ a_T ^sjrnbol. ?ir. Tolgjjn 



section 



ral¥ed>the q u e sTtori ^ s {{^ w?iy a T symbol had "been used \n cagiectl 
Hitk Slfttin^- forth tWae It^dress of the I I *^ T! j 

5S Si .w SAC Lei^ter-'^-SS dated !;-29-5i^- fi^e fielcl was r.^c^Jcai: 

r::in3 true ted that in Lrani^rff?;tinf; thumbnail S'^-istch^s the 3 0ui\&eafac>,? 

data utilized sb-Oul<mbe ii^ out. These instruct^iChs' Ne'.^'^'-^rtisu^^go^. 
c that only accurB?te,^ocSiented data vrould be included in these*^ '^' f I 

T^d • *^ ^. . . . . ^ •: - 



- ckr^tchos which 'rece^ 
orrnions or vu-wihsl 



ly 



ve Tl^de use in the f'\§ld.^j^ to-jrrev^n^argc^ 
bti^^ed statements a^earfrtt; t'^erein. ^j. 



''rhe^inemorandiAm of 3-29-'^ ^ and t&e agEfefcg^g'.'pr oposdd 



■bo 



'Letterrwer'e pz^^ared' b y Supajrviso'r \ 
Initiiied as follower; 



]^H¥r 



W. VjiClev^l^id, Vi^^r.VKeW ; 
^. Belfftont^s o:^cf) J; L.VMi 



and were 
]in 



and 
cGovern 



the Ififierpal- Security iSeafeioa; 

Assistant Pi reet^r Belmont iiFi Mr ^, , , 

and Hr. EeimoM; Tn >Ir. Boardman's-- o^ice cwid liT' J/ Dalbey'^and 



inspector In Charf-^e E. D. Mason in the Tminir% and Inspection ^ . 

Division, /nitvhnnf^'" -hVifi I nstruct ions were thaj^ ^ources qf_data , p "'* ' 

I ut i 1 i ZBd_ ij}^)iKe3p ske t che s be set .^out 7 in vi eV of our c ii ^t itp .^ ' out 
^onsea^ent^_5l^_sp^^ 
'T'^yinboT in this instance should^ ]^^< » be en obvi ous to all concerned. 

Enclosures 



tfiff, 






k 



/Mr, Boardmtn^ T 

Mr. 'B^ihfTardner 
^'^ V.o Adm lnl 3 1 ra t i v e Division 
' >::--Kfel £r~ I 






:;^,»\^ 







fl/i 



''t * - 



2 6I1AY 16 fflSS 






'"^ ..^■ft jW -jfi. 



m 



^':^^f^^--^'<^y<- 






1^ 



'Phis a^fii^ dbe$ not appear to warrant censure; however. If 
gU6h iff ^si^ed ail involved in handling this matter should 
be ceneured"^ i^7d 

^ The New York Office has submitted a revised th-umbnail 

I L In the new sketch, no source of the address 

1 l is~Tet out. This revised sketch is included in the 

proposed S4C I»etter attacla^d. Manual changes are also attached, 
in the Sao Leiter and Manual change the field is being instructed 
that in thmd>iaail sketches sufcinitted in the future, not to attribute 
information suoha;^ the address of an organization to a source, but 
to fiimish th# aource in the letter transmitting th'b sketch to the 
Bureau* 41so, where po30lble, information regarding formation and/or 
Alasoiutlb^^f an organization should be attributed to corporation, 
tax or other official records rather than individuals or informants. 
Thin will ellMnate use of unneeessary T symbols and at the same 
time enable us to maintain a t^ecord of sotirces not shown in the 
sketches. The field is also being instructed to submit with the 
sketches a sfeatement to the effect that all T symbols utilized in 
the preparation of the thximbnail sketches are absolutely necessary. 
In addition, the field is being instructed to adhere to instructions 
set out in SAC Lette^rs $$-^20 and 55-26 re characterizations of 
sources utilized in these sketches, 1. e., they are to no longer 
state an individual or informant if of known or unknown reliability 
as in the pa^t but should follow the new pirocedure. 

With'the revised thiimbnail sketch, the New York Office 
subMtted explanations of John T. M\irphy, the Agent who prepared 
the sketch, and Bernar d J. Connell, the appro ving supervisor. These 
explanations were that I I whose identity was 

concealed by tise of a T symbol requested that his identity be 
concealed and that in accordance with prior Bureau instructions 
the sources of information utilized in thumbnail sketches were set 
out. New York recommended no administrative action* 



he 

hlC 
hlD 






w^ 



A3AC AFtlmr MareJSMia»a»tt of the New York Offic e on it.^21-*^^ 
adviged that in addition to the information furnished by | | 

I United States 
I, New York Cit yThad advised 



records of Post Office reflected^_ther 
Post Office it was moving from 
both New York City* 



^^^^ 






(1) This iaatt#r was handled by fchd New York Office and 
tt the Bureau in aocordance with exitting Bureau inatructioi^s 
rijlating to lihumbnail sketches. These instructions are beixag changed 
^o that sketches submitted in the futtire will contain no unneoesiftry 
T symbols • In view of the above, it is recommended that no 
administrative action be taken in this inatter. 



^^** (2) If you approve, it is recommended that the 

''attached SAC Letter be sent to the field. 



(3) If you approve, it is recommended that the attached 



f ^d J«fitnual change be furnished the field. 



ADDEMBVII: LVB 

Since we have been emphasising necessity of eliminating every 
possible "T " informan t, failure to ao ao in this case warrants 
censure, for \ I Kenry*^ ClevtelandT Keay and ptelmont . No 

recommendation as to Da I bey and Uakon/ \ 



PFRI /ANKMT BRI EFS OF THE PFR 

ANT) \ \ are attached. 



flUJL^ -2^t*-«MMi 



SONNI.L rTLFS^j&f X 



] CLErELANI^gM 
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May 2, 1955 
MEMORANDUM FOR THE DIRECTOR 



coPY-137 



The following Special Agents In Cfaarge are presently on probation s 



NAME 



OFFICE 



Phoenix 
If. E. Crosby Inspection 

began Ii.-l8^5 



DATE 
IO-2O-5I1.' 



LAST 
INSPECTION 

1^.-1-51^ 



DATE OF LAST 
RECHECK 



^jffi^ii' 






E« A. Soucy 



Albany 12-10-5i|. 
Continued 3/2ij./55 



11-10-51^. 



3-8-55 



(\ 



\ 



J* A • Roche 



r\ 



Buffalo 1-21^.-55 

Continued 3-ii_55 

l|.-i5-55 



1-114--55 



2-26-55 



ISMAY 191955 



REASON 

In view of 
all the 
delinquencies 
found dioring 
the inspection 
of the San 
Juan Office 
dated 10"12«51+. 

Because of 
weaknesses 
reported as 
result of 
inspection of 
11-10--51J o 
Continued 3- 
2lj.«55 because 
of the number 
and seriousness 
of the 
weaknesses 
fovind during 
the r echeck 
inspection^ 

In view of 
the delin- 
quencies 
found during 
the Inspection 
of 1-11^=55 o 
Continued 3-'ll" 
55 because of 
weaknesses stillj 
existing in 
office • Con- 
tinued i;-l5-55 
because of 
the excessive 
number of 



COPY-137 



NAME 



OFFICE 



DATE 



LAST 
INSPECTION 



DATE OF LAST 
RECHECK 



P, Hallford Pittsburgh 3-10-55 if-29-55 
Inspection report has 
not been submitted 



N. H. MCCabe Philadelphia 3-30-55 3-18-55 



C. Doyle San Juan i^-7-55 10-l2-5i|. 
Continued 4-15-55 



3-24^55 



2 ^ 



REASON 

errors which 
have been 
discovered in 
corresponds 
ence received 
from his 
office o 

Because of 

his lack of 

thoroughness 

in the 

supervision 

of the 

Selective 

Service Act^^ 

1948 * 

Conscientious 

Objector 

investigation 

involving 

William 

Frederick 

Kopf« 

Because of the 
Numerous 
serioue 
delinquencies 
f oiand during 
the inspectionc 

In view of 
the weak-^- 
nesses found 
existing in 
the San Juan 
Office during 
the recheck 
inspection of 

Continued 
k°l^-^^ be- 
cause of the 



NAME 



C, DOYLE 



OFFICE 



DATE 



LAST 
INSPECTION 



DATE OF LAST 
RECHECK 



C0PY»137 

REASON 



SAN JUAN 14.-7-55 10-12.51; 3-214.^55 
Continued l|.-l5-5^ 



R. J. Abbaticchio Charlotte 1^-15-55 7-l3-5i|. ll-27-5i^. 



Co Wc Brown 



Denver 



1^..15.55 7-31-51; 



Do A. BRYCE 



Albuquerque k-l^'^^ 7-9-$k 10-27-514. 



- 3 - 



excessive 
number of 
errors 
which have 
been dis- 
covered in 
correspon- 
dence 
received 
from his 
office* 

Because of 
the excess- 
ive number 
of errors 
which have 
been dis- 
covered in 
correspon- 
dence 
received 
from his 
office 

Because of 
the excess^ 
ive number 
of errors 
which have 
been dis- 
covered in 
correspond 
dence 
received 
from his 
office o 

Because of 
the excess- 
ive number 
of errors 
which have 
been dis- 
covered in 
correspon- 
dence 
received 
from Ms 
officeo 



COPY«>137 



NAME 



OFFICE 



DATE 



LAST 
INSPECTION 



DATE OP LAST 
RECHECK 



No Ro Johnson Oklahoma City l;-l5^55 9-i6-^I|. 



Ro L. MURPHY El Paso 



k-l5'S^ 11-8-51^ 



Jo Bo Poster Milwaukee 



1+^15-55 1-23-5U 



REASON 



J« H. Williams Honolulu 



l+-l$-55 3-2^55 



Because of 
the excess- 
ive number 
of errors 
which have 
been dis- 
covered in 
corres- 
pondence 
received 
from his 
office* 

Because of 
the excess^ 
ive number 
of errors 
which have 
been di3«> 
covered in 
correspan^ 
dence 
received 
from his 
office* 

^Because of the] 

"'excessive 
number of 
errors which 
have been 
discovered in 
correspondence 
received from 
his officio 



^^Because of the 

""excessive 
number of errors 
which have been 
discovered in 
correspondence 
received from 
his office* 



- k^ 
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SEAT OF GOVERNMENT OFFICIALS (INCLUDING SECTION CHIEFS ) 
ON PROBATION 



NAME 



TITLE 



DATE 



REASON 



L. V« BOARDMAN Assistant to 
the Director 



A, Ho BELMONT 



Assistant 

Director 

Domestic 

Intelligence 

Division 



2«23-55 Because of lack of analysis and 
foresight manifested by him and 
his subordinates in the Domestic 
Intelligence Division in making 
changes in investigative reports 
in which former confidential 
infoi*mant Harvey Matusow had 
furnished information o 

2-23-55 Because of lack of analysis and 
foresight manifested by him in 
making changes in investigative 
reports in which former confidential 
informant Harvey Matusow had 
furnished information o 



V. P. Keay 



Inspector in Charge 2-23-55 

(Internal Security 
Liaison Section)- 
Domestic Intelligence 
Division 



P« J« Baumgardner Chiefs Intea^nal 2^23^^$ 

Security Section 
Domestic Intelligence 
Division 



Because of lack of analysis 
and foresight manifested by 
him in making changes in 
investigative reports in which 
former confidential informant 
Harvey Matusow ted furnished 
information • 

Because of lack of analysis 
and foresight manifested by 
him in making changes in 
investigative reports in which 
former confidential informant 
Harvey Matusow had furnished 
information. 



Respectfully^ 

(s) JPM 

Jo Po Mohr 



« 5 . 



May 16, 19SS 



utf^ 



Mr, Alan M» Btlmont 

Federal Bureau of Inveaiigatton 

Wamhington, B, C« 






Sear Mr* Belmonts 

I hau0 noted with great concern that on May 9 and 10^ 
1955 p a Special Agent under your euperyiaion improperly executed 
the eign^in and -out regieter he ueee in that he mae obeerved 
on both daye to be engaged in personal affaire at a place remote 
from hie normal vfork area after he had eignified hie arrival to 
aeeime his official dutiesm There is no juetification for hie 
failure to comply mith existing Bureau regulations in theae 
instancesm 

Accordingly^ J shall expect you to take proper meas^ 
ures to see to it that there is no repetition of such delinquent 
eies on the part of personnel under your superifision^ 




RGH:klm 
(4) ti^>- 



V 



tery truly yours, 

J» Edgar Hoover 

John Sdgar Bo over 
pi rector 



< 
rr- 



b^SLtTZZ OC: Mr* Bpardnan (Pergonal Attention) i 

Nichols 1^^ i\^ f{ -^0 tM ^'"^ 4^'" ■ ' Kj* 

~ Based omnemoB.T. mfiw to Mr. Tolson, S/ll/SS, 'JEE:jla. 



Nichols 
Belmont . 

Harbo 

Mohr 

Parsons . 

Rosen 

Tamm 




1 67^ 



'^'^■j.' Ok 



- 1 4 



Sizoo . 



■nu.... 



Winterrowd _ 
Tele. Room . 

Hoiloman 

Gandy 



18 MAY 23 19511 



■Si 

' .ni'4 



.A4 



AMy IB, 295S 

PEB30NAL AND COMrmEMTIAL 



V^ 



MTm Alan M^ Belm^mt 

r0^0ral Bureau 0/ imw^Btigatton 

ia^ktngtonp 3m Cm 



S&mr MTm Bmlmonti 



q^^fp'ti 



/ huum car0/ull'y r#ui#«Mr<i th^ /acts relative 
to thm sup0rutMi9m 0/ th0 Intmn^i/tcation Program, both 
in thm ft^ld and at the Smat 0/ ^ou^mment^ AS Assistant 
Director in Chargm 0/ tho I^omeotie IntolXigoncm DtuiBion 
you mr0 ohargmt mtth the roaponsfbility for the ouer^aJi 
euperyiaion 0/ this programm It ia m^ident from the 
basic mealmcMmcc in this program recently detected in the 
Mem fork Mutmiom that you huue not properly discharged 
your responsibilities in this regardm 

Accordingly, I shall expect you to redouble 
your efforts to see to it that deficiencies of the type 
referred to abome mill not recurm 



V 



/ 



€jO 



DCIf:gcp 

CCt Mrm Boardmin (Peraonal Attention) 




fery truly yours, 

J. £dga^ Hoox0i^ 



John m\ 



Tolson 

Board man . 
Nichols — 
Belmont _ 

Harbo 

Mohr 



Parsons . 

Rosen 

Tamm 

Sizoo - 



Winterrowd _ 
Tele. Room - 

Holloman 

Gandy , 



Baaed on memo to Mr* Boardmanjfro^ M-Jimu 3g^or\t S^^6r.55M. 



SBDzbaw and CEH:LL. 






3; 



5f^AY27 1955 



MAILED 2 

KAY 2 3 1955 

COAAM - Fftt 






.[U *?- 



^ 






u 




-m 



I ri'^ 



ISO 






f^'^^.--: 



|.:;^*WM * Mr. /A 







THE IBW YORKJOPFrCE 



'^: 



GMdy ^ 



ReftreBGe la&jfnoranduin R, T> H&rbo to hr> Tol san $-5^55 pointing out 

] in N«w \ork Offioe, In 



"> yoior memor^Lndui ti to Director l>-6-^5 you stated chock would b« made to 
^ deter mine what F I in s upervis Ion 



Iftf QUt* 



]arid 



_|)7 wliich perinioted t]M®a 



ir!i^ Xh A.///c.^c/ 



i-fi 




X^ 



(U) 



vw , 






- ^ ^^i#.^ -^ECuRBa'^i^sis?*^^^^ 



Hr^ Belmont o -Mf ',f^i ',«,-„ i Afi*"' \ 






^0 






.rr- -sJ^-' 






S^p:baw\>' anjj QEH:LL 



:: !.'■ «' 



\^ 



• /■. -^ v'"" ■■^%%-,: yh-. ^ 



;^^^g 




<* 'j' f J 



L 




The central Seeearoh Section hce for eeme time been 
preparing a oonprehenetve monograph en the subject of eurveillancee^ 
including probleme and aolutione. This etudy will he put out in 
sectioned The first section is expected to be completed at the 
end of this weeko This monograph should be of considerable 
assistance to the field in meeting and solving various 
surveillance problew^. 

The Director has noted that both Belmont and Hennrioh 



y 



Mr. Belmont wae in Meto Tork on March 84^ 19S5, and 
talked to approximately 685 Agents engaged in security work'^-^one 
group in the morning and one in the afternoon^ A copy of his 
memorandum dated March 85, 1955, coweriiikjgghis appearance at 
Mew York is attached^ Bis discussion concerned the very real 
problems we are facing in the field of security^ Se ended the 
talk on the keynote that in all phases of security work emeh 
Agent must keep in mind the problems involved and the need to 
think before he acts. Belm omt invited questions from the Agents 
and anewered them^ Belmont I 1 



"Ti^ii^I^T"^^^^- 



I^^~^^<X^^^ 



i V r>^^. ^\^v/.t <lL.'^ 



AAA-'-i^v-v 



.^ 



*V%*v)w.-.V'"' 



^^^^* »^*^*^i^^jfe^SiBS{^i^;j^^ 



:b2 
■:b7E 



(U) 




%tain 




Bit Tmmih§4 ovwr m 
h$i%p natn tcTttted tar t%» Jtio J?r» Qf/ie0 aitg obfen^^d thd 



Jfr* gii nHe fc loat <» Jft» Jorfc a^(n ott Jforo^ 30 and $1 
^nd April l^ J ^&S^ wi f M Vit jjii i tfl/<ii utiJ99tl»i of Gonduo W^ 
a^yurvey as To whether a aaving of mam pernor oould be obiained 
Xn the progrcMf whether there wae a need for redirection (f the 
expenditure of man paoer within the program; and whether the 
overfall reeult of the program juetified the mam power aeeigned 
to lf« Me hae prepared a detailed memorandum dated May 7^ 19SS, 
which is attached^ 



^£ 



(U) 



\ 



^y 
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N 






•"-"' "•"'^"""ttfii'iiii *T ii'iiifigiiiiiiiiiii iijiiitiii 



.^^s.^-.Li^J. 



\ 



MSQ!BtSMM£ISMt 
.-7^ ^imw Qf %he /act t tot ftotfc Belmont and Eenn rith 



iJk#y h€ etnAuhM^ 



ALDEKDUM (5/10/55): 

Fy memorandum. 3/26/55^ Belmont to Boardnan, Inspector 
Hennriok outli ned the socpe of a proposed surve y jof the 
util isat ion of \ . » ^ ■ , 

I ~~\ at Netp York, and indicated he would 

pronoed to A'eic York on the eveni ng of March 2i 
to conduct this surveum For hisl 



the 



foi 





is recommended fie be censured and placed on probation. 



Belmont^ as Assistant Director in charge of the i^omestic 
In t elliaence Division, assume s over-all respon:^i bil ity for 



_[ and it is reconmended he be 



I also should b^ censure d because of my basic responsibility 
r the proper admin istration of this program* 



prog) 

L. V^iBOARDUAN 



-^ -/"^ _ ^'^'^'° 



ii|.:rMa^M ^ -^fcl JlUTOiaTIC DECLASSIFICATION GUID^^^ 

Office Memorandum • united states government 



TO t 

(U) ■ 

noM t 

fDBJBCT: 



MR, A^ H, BEL, 







ai 



?-:^ 





DATBt May 17, 
1955 



The Director haa aak 
.form er SDeoial Agent William 
a ome [ 



"iH 



V. 



for mp comments regarding 
^nnell^B letter in which 



of this project. The answers to the specific charges were 
furnished to Mr. Mohr over the week end of May M-IS, 1955. 
However^ I am setting forth my views as follows^ ^^ 

In the past, espionage in the United States y 
particularly by the Soviets j has posed a grave danger to the 
security of the country; witness the Fuchs case, the Gold oast 
the Silvermaster case, the Bosenberp case, the Coplon case . 



J 



AHBiLL 

w 

CCT Mr. Boardman 
Mr. Belmont 

is mf^ 

Mr. [ 



b6 



The Program has been effective. It has given us 
insight and knowledge beyond that which we have ever known 
before. While not one hundred per cent effective^ it has 








(U) 



Memorandum to Mr^ Boardman 
from Mr^ Belmont 



Re: 



^ 



:b2 
:b7E 



5/17/55 



(U) 




x^ 



(U) 



There ia an inherent risJc in this Program^ Incidents 
have arisen^ baded on both true and false charges^ When 
incidents have arisen where criticism is warranted, we have 
taken action against those responsible and have revised portions 
of the Program to minimise the risk. 



hi 
:b7E 




Our real objective is to so[ 



/ 



hi 
hlE 



^ 2 ^ 



---i^.:^^^?±s,L^d^JS'-; 



(*U) 



Mem rand nm to Mr^ Boa rdman 
from Uvm Belmonf 

Ret 

(U) 




5/17/55 



:b2 

hlE 



O'BONNELL'S LETTER 



As stated abov^^ each specif io charge in O^Donnell^s 
[letter was answered in memora^nda furnished to Mr* Mohr over 
the past week end. Basically^ however^ O'Donnell is charging: 



(1) 

(3) 
(4) 



b2 
b7E 



(6) That the Bureau nay have misinterpreted the information 
from New York reporting this incident^ because the 
Bureau wanted to misinterpret the New York information. 



O^Bonnell's letter is a combination of factj 

mis information J and s^slf^s^ruinn insinnat-Lnns^ rip rta in 



^ 



- 5 - 



L. 



^-^■'^^.■>^■:'i::^»;^;/ ,- 



(U) 



Memo Tunduvi to Mr% Boa rduan 
from Mr. BeimonA 



(U) 



Bel 



(U) 



(U) 



(U) 




:b2 
;b7E 




:b2 ■ 
b7E 



5/17/55 



(l\ A^ i^o^ 0^^^^ charges^ [ 



T^X 



I2ll 




X 



:b2 

:b7E 



C3) As to O'Donnell's statement it uxis expected that 



(4) O'Donnell states it was eommon knowledge that s ubjeots 



S 



- 4 - 



(U-) ' . 



Memorandum to Ur^ Boardman 
from Mr. Belmoni 



(U) 



S€:> 




;b2 
:b7E 



5/17/55 



I 



15} O^Donnell savs that he miaaed the importance of the 



:b2 
b7E 



(6) Relative to O'Donnell^s insinuation that the Bureau 
\may have misinterpreted the i nfor mation furnished by New York 
I \ because the Bureau wanted to 

{misinterpret i% this is just plain calumny^ This Division 
operates on facts and objective analysis of facts. 

RECOMMENDATION £ 

The above is for the information of the Director. 



/ 



X 



^ 



^ 



- 5 - 



Office Memorandum • united states ocm 



MR. BommMM 



r^y »^M I A. f(\&wioMT 



pmjv&i 



The J9<r##tor inquired wh}i a ugmormndum was not 
§§nt t§ 01n§y on April 28^ following my talk with Olney^ 

I callod Olnoy on thi$ mmttor lato on t ho afternoon 
of April 28, in order to try to force on ieoue aa we eould 
not eeem t# get an anomer from the Bapartment. Be amid the 
Department wae etudying it and that we would be advised prior 
to May 3m I etated in ny memorandyM of April 28, that we 
would follow again with the Department on Friday morning, 
April 29. This was a question whers time was of the essenoe 
and I was trying to force the issuOm Nevertheless, the 
iJDirsctor is entirely oorrsat in that a letter confirming our 
conversation should have been sent. It should have been done 
nimmediately following my discussion with Olney in order to 
wtate in writing what we wanted. I rsgrst that this was not 
pone and I have no excuse to offer. 




W^^ 



^^RNMENT 







pM«ons — ^ 

Rosen ^ 

Tfcmm _ — „ 

Sizoo 

f interrowd _ 
Tele. Room . 

HolIonMn 

Gandy __ — 



^ r^-^ 



00''^ Mr. Boardman 
Mr. Belmont 
Mr. Yosburgh 



A-^^^ 



u 





•=ex 




/ ■'• 



V. RECORDED -40 LSl^m^jimm 




^lOmmt^itbk^ii^kM^ 



m^ 



\^^ Memaranmrn • mtmom^ omE. 



IINM£NT 



OM f 



\wjm:t: 



MS. TOtSON 



J. P- MOHR 



be 



MONTBLT PROBATIOlf LIST 




In reviewing the current monthly list ehowing Bureau 
officials on probation you noted that Mr. Boardnan, Ur^ Belmont, 
and Mr. Keay had been placed on probation in connection with the 
Matusow case on February S3, 195S, and you wanted to be advised 
whether either of them had subsequently been continued on probation 
as a result of some other administrative action. 

Tou are advised that since being placed on probation 
Mr. Boardman has been censured on ? occasions, Mr. Belmont on 8 
occasions, and Mr, Keay on 4 occasions. No recommendations were 
made that either of them be continued on probation as a result of 
these censures and, consequently, the censure letters did not indi- 
cate such action. In every case where the administrative action 
^onsip^ts of censure against an employee on probation and the 
recommendation is also made to the effect the employee is being 
eon^tinued on probation, this is set forth in the letter to the 
employee and the probationary list reflects the date and reason 
for the continued probation. This has happened in a number of 
occasions as reflected on the probation list. It did not happen 
in the pases of Mes0^. Boardman, Belmont and Keay, 

ACTION . . t •/ 6 ,:/4K J^^>^ »0 

None. This is for your information. 




W (3) 



IfiM 






AX^-Vv^ 



r ji 



'C^^C^-^'^ 




JUNl&195^c^^> 







i. 
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June 3, 1955 
MBNORAMDUM FOR THE DIRECTOR 



SEAT OF QOVERMMBNT OPPICIALS (INCLUDINQ SECTION CHIEPS) ON 

PROBATION 



NAME 



TITIZ 



DATE 



REASON 



A. H. |Belmont 



I 



A/ssistant Director 2-23-55 

\Domeetic Intelligence 
Division 



1 



Becauae of lack of analysis arkl 
foresight auuiifested by bin in 
making changes in inyeatigatire t: 
reporta in which f o»er coofldeBtiiii'^ 
informant Harr<gr Matuaoir had 
fumiahM infozttatien* 



EXCERPTS TAKEN FROM ORIGINAL 
FILED IN 67-030-2139 



67JyN2l1955 



Jun0 21^ 1955 
P0^9onal and Confvjimntial 



Mr^ Alan Mm B0lmont 

federal Bureau of Inveetigation 

Waehtngton^ D» Cm 



Dear Belmont t 



cf-d':%f^''^/^''^ 



I want you to know I ainaerely 
appreciate the exemplary manner in ufhiah 
you performed in connection with the recent 
Operation Alerts 

Tou certainly demonetrated efficiency 
and capability in carrying out your reeponai^ 
bilitiee eo creditably^ Pleaee accept my 
personal commendation for your oaluable con^ 
tribution to the eucceea of thie endeavor m 



^ 






Sincerely youre^ 

J. Edgar Hoover 

f;7 






Baaed on memo Harbo to Tolson 6/11/59^* 







Tolson 

Boardnian . 

Nichols 


MAIUB 31 


Harbo 

Mohr 

Parsons *= -„ j 


Tamm ; 

Sboo - \ 


Winterrowd 

Tele.Roo.^ — ._ 
HoUoman . 


6 7* JUN 



" <• ~. 



''in r 







\ 



Vj 




'U^ 



Office Mmmarmim • 



UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 



lO 



noM 



tnjBCT: 



MR. L. V. BOARDMN 



m. A. H. BE, 




7^^ 



ToUoa. 



DAXi: June 15, 1955 ^**"*'' 



Nichols — ^ 

Imopt U^^^ 



:b2 
:b7D 



Mohr. 

Rosen _^ 
Tftmm 



Sizoo 

ffiiiterrowd _ 
Tele. Room . 
HoUomap 
Gftiidy L 




Re attached memoranduia dated June 13, 1955, on '.uvw^i 
which you noted that you desired an explanation as to why it *-'' **^*' 
took so long to handle the request of San Juan for authority to 
advise informant's employer of informant's connection with the Bureau. 

The incoming radiogram, dated June 7, 1955, was received 
by the Supervisor on June 8, 1955, and request was iinmediately 
made for informant's file and a search begun on the name of 
informant's employer for derogatory information* File received 
and review of references on informant's employer was completed on 
June 9, '^^55^ and memorandum, with outgoing radi^^^ram, was dictated 
and dated J^one 9th. 

The memorandum was returned on the late afternoon of 
June 9, 1955, with suggested change, whlcn necessitated retyping 
one page. Due to mail dead line, memorandum and outgoing were 
changed to June 10, 1955, and sent through the Division tiiat df.y. 

On rYiday, June 10, 1955, approximately 5.00 P,i-f. , 
wiemorandum was returned froxii your office with a note stating that 
the synopsis should contain all necessary i^foriTiatlon on which 
action is to be taken aiid the recommendation is t » follow the 
synopsis. This change required rewriting the memorand^jun 
completely, and inasmuch as it was not indicated that this was 
a matter ;of imimedlate urgency, the change war^ made firf^t thin^ 
Monday morning, June 13, 1955- Action radiogram was redated 
June 13th and both were sent through channels on June I3, 1955. 



?ij;CO>Ii-IENDAl'ION 

This memorandum is submitted in accordance with, 
request and no administrative action is recorraended. 




rour 



cc 



rir. Eoardman 

I'^. Belmont tBX ^.. m ^ /i ^ I n <T 

^- Mr. Daumgardner ^am^xii^'illL^^ ^^^L07 -^^ U '^ 






yH.l! 



■:-:t0 




/.^ 








WtOM 






;' 



^^S MUSLIM Pm2; 



'^^TB: June 22, 1955 , 



K 



Aw _ 

Larsons 

Rosen 

Si;'oo 

*'interfowd 



.began Jufe g, iL^*f' *• »««k. DurtafTi H'^wich's desk L^i** "»f«hM 
|Belmonf«de*"iS^ "Megsarj, for mT^ "■* '»«*«! portion ^.^ * •*«■* 
/•Alert" and nirf- ^- Belmont m1 t?" "•"nrlcli to attoni i^ ^ ""* "eek whirh 



I *^^ approval n *««^rea back to i*/^ n T* ''"ne 11. l„: 




1 _ .._• -59V'-~« ...V , . ■'ET.-TrTi. 
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^ J)sm^ 24, 2$M^ W^ t0 Mr* S^apdman who read it and 



^prowd it, 
i0h€r€ it maB 



thereafter forwarding it to Mr. Toleon 
received at 9:54 A.M., June 15, 1955^ 



son's Office, 



Inepecter SiMoo advised this monograph toas in 
Mr. Tolson^s office three work da^ which coincided witii 
^Operation Alert^i that he was aware this was the first "effort 
on the part of the analyst who prepared it; that he started 
reading tt at home late Wednesday evening (S'^IS^SS) and noting 
changes considered desirable en page two of the introductory 
material, felt he should take the necessary time to read it 
carefullyt that with the press of more urgent mail during the 
period he did not get to it until tft# week-^end, returning it 
to Scatterday shortly after 9:00 A.M., Monday, June 20. 1955, 
for su ggested chanfieju . He states he will see that such monographs 
are handled more currently in the future. 

Scatterday forwarded the monograph to Inspector Sullivan 
in whose section it had been prepared with the request that the 
changes desired by Mr. Sieco be made. It was received by Sullivan 
at 10:24 A^M. on June 20, 1955. It was returned by Sullivan to 
Mr. Tolson^s Office at 9:15 A.M., June 21, 1955. 

RECOMMESdATION : 

This memorandum be referred to Mr. Tolson and to the 
Director for their information. 

I Belmont will make every effort to read these briefs 

I promptly in the future. 

J^pMMDUM : 6^23^55 (LfB:WMJ) 
. The ntftt#a*t§^#r <g*^i^*«ff these matters more prompt 
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DAW. 7A6/55 JTblT'^^^^ 
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TftMl' 



S'ixoo . 
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/ Tele. Roo« I 

H«tloM« ■ 



MILITARY INTELLIGENCE 
INTELLIGENCE DIVISION 
DEPARTMENT OF ARMY 
SECURITY GF GOVERNMENT EMPLOtEES 

fflurggu File: #1^1^19570) 

Review of charges of inadequate handling A of Administrative Action^ 



he 
hic 



loyal ty 
Uelimita^ 
part of 



So oka round: 

Memorandum 7/19/55 Barbo to Tolson analyzed \ 
investigation; pointed out that Army, contrary to 
tions Agreement, investigated matter during 19k8 and 
19k9; case turned over to FBI 6/lC>/k9: resul ts dissem inated 
10/2g/k9. Army Secitity Review Board A \ \ Attorney 

Advisor to Army Security Hearing Board, criticized inve^tiga^ 
tion; G^2 furnished Liaison Agent John F. Sullivan 5/^/55 
analyses by^ Army Boards and Andrews; Sullivan, in informal 
conversation in early May with Golm Quinto of C^2, committed 
Bureau to no further investigation in response to an Army 
question as to whether FBI experts should evaluate case 
further* Sullivan submitted menu:) on this Matter S/30/55* 
FulTjcriticism not set forth to Director until you initiated 
ir^iry. Separate memos submitted re administrative action 
recommended for each employee; this memo is to record briefly 
Qk; one .COfrmuni cation all the charges of dereliction and the 
aimtnist'rative action* '* . 
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r^Aonf'^ 



1 sAjm m 



r\?> * 



[V?- / 9P. ,2L2S=^i^ 



J 



Fii^rmer SA \ \ 7/lh/k9 r 

of S/3O/H9 from Army for investiga 
supervisor in Loyalty Section, ini 
letter 8/I/H9. Army admitted viol 
ment by conducting extensive inves 
to us* Bureau made no protest J$ 
(Delay from 7/1U/U9 to S/l/k9 unre 
aasei i:.hi,fi, rf^^nsibility incl^fk^d 

2. \l. Ji^ffemole^ SA. 



rrcrei 



♦ 






iated investigation by 
tino Dfflimitatii 
ioB Mori'^io^ 

T^'VffrngfsrTpened 
a prote%'t^) (CENSURE; PROBATION) 

I 



li^ai 




^^U. 



"^^■^**P*9r{J *5i^^^* coriduct^d investigation (usiiig ^as. Tends 



I 



GCG:hd 

(7) CCi If i Choi s 
Hohr 
Boar 



■-•';, 



^»18 19SI 





r,^A#- 



'-m^ 



g^ 



Amy rpp^rt 0/ ^/9/M9 which cdtlttfi^j^' all #aait ai l I on 

«/5/W t* t§ltj!^wid eail Bpoh§ of 'slipping out' a top 
S0cr0t <ioGum0ni r# Proved Xj and subrni it eA loyalty report 
9/2l/k9. By Bureau letter 10/^6/kB Temple instructed «o 
interview t»o Army investigators (l was then in Surope A 
1 out of service). Temple took the word of the military 
agents^ commanding offioer that they could furnish no 
additional in/ormatioi»« Temple took no further action. 
(CENSURE) 



5- 4f QnJ^<!^V^f^M/r,, g^ 

Hayden ap^Yoved 8A Templets S/21/kS investigative report 

ipit^out seeing that 2 military Apents who conducted surveillances 

on subject were interviewed. (CENSURE) . 

^» A> B.)(sddu. SA 

Eddy, theh^ Supervisor Loyalty Section, reviewed 9/21/US report 
and 10/S/kS instructed WFO to conduct added Investigation. 
He did not present for administrative action /act t^at he 
felt Templets report lacked J essential items$ believing 
this was question of investigative judgement and not a 
dereliction. (NO ACTION) Mr. Boardman is conductlnc additional 
inquiry to^fix responsibility. 

5. C. wABates. SA 

Bureau^ s ^reports on investipatton yere furnished G^2. G^2 on 
lc/lS/k9 requested added investigation to develop more fully 
degree of Haycoch^s association with i?%dividuals previously 
named in army report 4 to clarify alleged espionage incident. 
On 1/9/50 Bates, as Liaison Agent, Told Col. Lynch, G^2, 
Bureau would conduct no further Investigation to develop 
degree of associations as that information was used during 
loyalty check. Bates ashed Lynch for m^re specific inform 
wation re espionage incident; Lynch advised G^2 wanted no 
further investigation. Bates did not confirm ^n writing this 
contact with Lynch. (CENSURE) " ' ^^ 

6. ^.^/fYiS^llivans gA ^ ' ' , ^ ^ 
On 57o/5youllivan, Liaison Agent, was informallu furnished by 
Col. Quinto, G-^2i with Army Security Review and A rmu Securitu 
Hearing Board findings, n ryd Armu a ttorney Advisor [ 

)rs to I 



memo, and Army lettei 



f 



& his vieu^s solicited. 



Sullivan turned documents over to Supervisor £• J. Rothfuss, 
Investigative Division; later photostated them 4 returned 
originals to Ccl. Quinto, telling him if he wanted added FBI 
investigation he should submit a memo. Sullivan's remarks 
to Quinto were later quoted in memo from G^2 to Army Security 
Review Board as official FBI opinion. Doouments were, in 
part, highly critical A the FBI was not exempt from eriticijem 



-2- 



■ 



WW-: 



:*^-:' 



V....,-,. ..■..::.. f,.,;.. 



bo 



be 



re ih$ investigation. Sullivan on 6/ SO/55 ^>y mmo touched 
vaguely and generally upon theAcritiGiims, v^ich was the 
/tret written notice Bureau had re thin A re the conversation 
had with Quinto, (CENSURE; PROBATION; DEMOTION 4 TRANSFER 
TO FIELD IN GS-IJ: NOT TO BE USED IN LIAISON OR SUPERVISORY 
CAPACITY IN FUTURE,) 



7. g^ J^othf uss, 8A Supervisor, Smoloueea Securitu Section 
Rothfusafoh 5/b or 5/7/55 received above documents from Liaison 
Agent Sullivan; did nothing to alert his. superiors to crtttclsws 
therein. Though HaycocK case was essentially a loyalty natter. 
Roth fuss assumed primary allegation related to espionage; he 
leafed thru documents but did not read d evaluate them, 
(CENSURE; PROBATION; TRANSFER TO FIELD ON GENERAL ASSIGNMENT 
4 NOT TO BE USED AGAIN AS SUPERVISOR) 









Sm I L SA Supervisor^ Espionaae Section 

I I by ntdmo Belmont to Board/nan 7/7/55 c^^ proposed letter 
to Army tooK issue with Army that a purported 7/1^/50 letter 
to Bureau aske d status of supplemental FBI investigation in 
Haycoch case. I I memo gave reasons for Bureau^ s discord 

tinuance of Haycoch investigation A included 1/9/50 FBI 
Liaison Agent contact with Army» Memo did not clearly set 
forth all the vicious c riticisms by Ayi ny Security Review Board 
4 Army Attorney Advisor \ \ for Director's consideration. 

(CENSURE; PROBATION) 






9. 

Ro 

is 
in 



R. R^Roach, SA, Section Chief, 
ach is Vhief of Liaison Section m 



Liaison Section 
where liaison iyent Sullivan 
assigned; therefore is responsible for Sftllivan's actions 
this matter, (CENSURE; PROBATION) 



10, A, Hj(Belmont ^ 

As ^ssistrfjlt Director of Domestic Intel ligenc^^^vision, Mr, 
Bel mont h as overfall responsibility for actions of SAs Sullivan 
cmd I ] . Belmont did not question extent of criticism 

though he discussed case with ] I (CENSURE; NO CHANGE IN 
PRESENT PROBATIONARY STATUS) 



yJ(Bo<irdmaft, 
fdkiled to review 



Board/nan fctiled to review ] ~\ memo 7/7/55 ond proposed letter 

to Army with sufficient closeness to realize memo was incomplete 
A inadequate, Boardman, also, as Assistant to the Director in 
charge of the Investipative and Domestic Intellig ence p ivisions^ 
is responsible for actions of Sullivan, J?o t/i/uss, r~~L Roooh 
and Belmont, (CENSURE; NO CHANGE IN PROBATIONARY~STITUS) 
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PSMSONAL AMD CONf^ENTIAL 



Mrm Alan B% Belmont 

Federal Bureau of Znveetigation 

Washington, D« C^ 



Dear Mr^ Belmont t 






I am gts^atly concerned ouer the fact that you and 
several Off your Subordinates have failed to comply with 
Bureau regulations regarding participation in scheduled fire^ 
arms training during the fiscal year 1055^ Bureau instructiom 
require each inumetigative employee to participate in four 
outdoor firearms training periods each fiscal ysar, tmo in the 
first half of the fiscal year and two in the latter halfm I 
have noted that fou and a number of investigative employees 
under your supenvision failed to participate in such training 
periods during the latter half of the fiscal year 1955^ 

. AS Assistant Director of the Domestic Intelligence 
Jbiuisioh' it is your responsibility to set an example for your 
subordiHateSm Thereforoj, I must insist that you arrange your 
work in such a manner as to enable you to participate fully 
in outdoor firearms training and to see to it that your 
subordinates do likewise* 



" COMM~FBr 
MAILED 20 




Very truly yours, 

J. :Sdgap Bo over 

John Sdgar So over 
Director 



Tolson 




Parsons 



Rf)sen - 

Tamm _ 



Sizoo . 



Wiaterrowd _ 
Tele. Room . 

Holloman 

Gandy 



BCMi klm 

CC: Mr, Boardman (Personal Avtejiti onj} 

Based on memorandum from Mr» Tolson to -the Director dated 7/7/ 

CT:d83, - /Jc ' " 
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UNITED STATES ^i^ERNMENT 



r 



'■> « DIRECTOR 
?»OM « CLTDE TOLSOK 



DATl, 7/7/55 



•UBJBCT: 







Gftady . 



The attached menorandum concerning the failure of fftt-^ f^AiKtz 
empl$ye09 at fhe Seat of Government to *afce the necessary 
firedrme trafning i& a shocking example 
of sfficiaXsat the Seat of Oovernment 
instructions. L, t^XB. ^ k <^n^ ^ J 



T' 



^ of the disregard 
to carry out Bureau 







f 



h^- 



It is recommended that a strona/letter of censure 
be directed to each Assistant Birectorfwho has personnel 
under his supervision who have failed to take the necessary 
firearms training during' the past six months^o^^ iL-4.M-*<-AaA^ , 

^ It is further fiecommended thcr&Mr^ Harbo set up a 
schedule immediately listing all officials and supervisors 
at the Seat^of Government for firearms training covering the 
next six months ^ .period* I believe that any employee so scheduled 
should not be excused from appearing for firearms training when 
scheduled unless you or J specifically approve the exception 

IvTtV owvWUW'tlt^is^t'^rm ^arbo ^has done nothing dwring 
sii": monthwzp^riod to follow up the various Supervisors at the 
SedPt of Government to see to it that they secured the required 
training^ '-^J have told Mr. Mason, in Mr.' Harbors absence, that 
he is gohng to be held strictly accountable for any delinquencies 
which occur in the future and that he must set up the necessary 
schedules now for the next six months^ 
the very end of the six months' period* 
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fEMOMAL AND gO^mmTIAl 



Mvm Alan Mm Bwlmomt 

feder&l Bureau of InP€Bttg(E^tion 

Washington, S* C« 



Pear Mr^ Belmont t 






Z hja%m given careful consideration to the facts 
relating to the handling by gou and pereonnel under your 
supervision of certain inforwmtion pi^rtaining to Manay Anne 
ffaycock receiued during m^y, 19SS, from another Gouernment 
agency* I ha&e ebeer^md that you discueeed this material 
with an agent under your supervision and it is evident that 
you did not exercise sufficient initiative to secure all of 
the facts regarding the FBI handling of this matter and 
regarding criticism expressed by this other agency* 



Furthermore, the agent mho receiued this material 
in the first instance served under your supervision and acted 
most improperly in failing to immediately record on May Q, 
1955, the receipt of certain documents from this other agenci* 
relating to Maycock* In addition^ another supervisor of the 
Somestic Intelligence Sivision prepared a memorandum and a 



proposed letter to this agency 
he did not clearly present for 
officials all of the pertinent 
regarding the Bureau m 



in early July, 195S, although 
the information of Bureau 
data of a critical nature 
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Tolson 

Board man . 

Mchols 

Belmont 

Harbo 

Mohr 

Parsons 

Rosen 

Tamm 

Sizoo . 



''^inteffowd _ 
V. Room 

"Tan 

.y 



J am deeply C€f^MMii^^Sver thi 
of the Somestic Intelligence Bivision a^ e&ti§en€m^ by the 
handling of this matter^ Accordingly, ^m arm' being cont/ikued^ 
on probationm I must insist that you immediately take aopro^ 
prtate steps to tighten up your administration of ..the Oo^jf^^ic 
Intelligence Bivision and to insure tha-i^ there' ie^W i^icitr^^' 

Zrence of ommK laxity on your part or on tlSl^jWr* of your ^^^ 

^ulb^rdinaiesM^*^^ 

~ (7) \ ' 

CCi Mr, {rtpliTiSman ('persona 
Leah/ ■ 
Movf9ka^il— 
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truly yours^ p p^ ^ 
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Edgar Eoove^ 



5B»^' 



Director, 
«4W-'Wr. ffopfe© to Mr, Tolaon, 7/Sl/SS, EDM:MDG 



TO t 
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MR. TOLSOff 



• UNITED SMTES GOVERNMENT / 



DATE: 



7/21/55 



FKOM t 



SUBJECT: 



M?. i?. r. fil550 



4i4iY U. BELMONT 

ASSISTANT DIRECTOR 

DOMESTIC INTELLIGENCE DIVISION 

ON PROBATION 

be 

b7C 



Rosen 

Tamm 

Si2oo . 

Wins^owd . 
. Roomy 

Gftndy . 



BACKGROUND: 



My Memorandum of 7/19/55^ analysed the ^_ 

Loyalty investigation and pointed out that the Army^ oontrany to 
the Delimitations Agreement^ investigated this matter during 1948 

and part of 1949 ; case turned over to FBI 6/30/49; results 

disseminated 10/28/49^ Army Security Review Board and \ 
Attorney Advisor to Army Security Hearing Boards offered 
criticism of investigation; Liaison Agent John F» Sullivan 5/6/55, 
furnished by G-^S with analyses by Army Boards and Andrews; 
Sullivan in informal conversation in early May with Colonel Quinto 
of G-' 2, committed Bureau to no further investigation in response 
to' an Army question as to whether FBI experts should evaluate the 
case further; Sullivan did not submit a memorandum on this matter 
urtitil 6/30/55. No one at the Seat of Government set forth the full 
criticis^m for the Director 's consideration until you initiated 
iriquivyi, Separate memoranda submitted concerning any desirable 
ad:Minis$r;ative action; this memorandum deals solely with 
cdpti^&n^i employee^ 

he 
B PECltJ C CHARGES AGAINST ASSISTANT DIRECTOR BELMONT hic 



i* 4s Assistant Director in charge of the Domestic 

llntelligence Division, of which the Espionage and Liaison Sections 
[are part^ Mr^ Belmont has overfall responsibility for effective 
\performnce of all ptlfiCJBpIPsi^* f 

As reported in a separate merkxTr^arndum^Lfa -^ 

John J*. Sullivan acted improperly in tJ^at^h^'failed-t-p^^ 
record on May 6. 1955. recei'o t of pert\nerM'%nforjmtion^^om G-^^ 



concern ing 
this material 



MajL 




a few ddys later, after causing 
to be examined by another! Bureau, *Sj^/srpi:^ftjf^(; 
Sullivan provided informal comments to \ Colon e T Qu'i^tb ^0 

09 --Mess rs • Boardma 

EDM^ni SEr 2 195? 

en 



"A 
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>i 






,^^ 




7* y)cM. 




t^ 




bo 
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These comments were 
document s relating to 



i n res]:>ons e to a question raised in Army 

and the question was whether the 



matter should be evaluated by FBI experts well versed in 

Espionage. Sullivan advised 5-2 in substance that the Bureau^s 
position was unchanged from that reported to G^2 1/9/50. No Bureau 
official had an opportunity to clear or pass upon this matter prior 
to Sullivan^s comments to Quinto, which bound the Bureau to a course 
of no further investigation.. 



2. Supervisor\ | of the Domestic Intelligence Division, 

in preparing a proposed letter to the Army in early July, taking 
issue with an Army assertion that a letter of 7/1 2 /SO. had been 
sent to the FBI inquiring as to the status of thef | inueaW- 



gation, mentioned the two major points of criticism by the Army 
Security Review Board, but did not clearly present all of the 
pertinent information of critical nature.^ Thus, Messrs. Boardman, 
Tolson and the Director were unaware of the extent and full nature 
of criticism by the Army Security Review Board and Army Attorney ^^ 
Advisor R. T. Andrews. j^^^ 

3. Belmont did not raise a question as to the extent of 

criticism by Army Security Review Board or Army Attorney R . T. 
Andrews even though he discussed this case with Supervisor I I of 
Domestic Intelligence Division. 

4# Belmont exercised insufficient initi ative in failing to 
secure all of the facts of FBI handling of the \ \ matter and 

criticism expressed by the Army. He had available to him the same 
documentary material which was available to you and yet you detected 
it. The fact that weaknesses and criticism existed since Belmont 
had discussed this case with representatives of his division, his 
failure to detect and spread on the record the full facts is in-- 
excusable. 



EVALUATION: 



he 

hlC 



Mr. Belmont is currently on Annual Leave. Explanations 
have not been obtained from him concerning this matter; however, 
it is obvious that there were deficiencies as to personnel in the 
Domestic Intelligence Division and as Division Head it is the 
responsibility of Mr. Belmont to appropriately train and arrange 
for the supervision of employees to prevent such deficiencies. 
Belmont was personally derelict in failing to question the extent of 
Army criticism and in fa iling to inquire as to the quality of FBI 
handling of the \ ] material. He kissed this matter off so that 

superiors with even less information than Belmont had available had 
to launch questions of pertinence to the Bureau. He displayed 
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I inexcusable lack of interests 
RECOMMENDATIONS: 
Im Censure 



Did not detect and record criticism 
of Army in documents made available to 
him; inadequate performance by 
employees under his general supervision^ 



8. 



No change in present probationary status^ 







•^ 



h 



■1^-, 








11E3SSS, BOASDMAN^ MOSR AND NEASE AGREE, 



s(^ 
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